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STATE WATER BOARD/REGIONAL WATER BOARDS NONPOINT SO URCE (NPS)
IMPLEMENTATION WORKPLAN PROGRESS REPORT SUMMARY FOR
JANUARY 01, 2008 — JUNE 30, 2008

During this reporting period, the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
continued its efforts: (1) targeting funding toward impaired waterbodies; (2) improving
the documentation of environmental results; (3) expanding the application of the NPS
Enforcement and Implementation Policy in SWRCB and Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB) activities, and (4) expanding monitoring activities through the
California Monitoring and Assessment Program (CMAP).

In anticipation of receiving funding for the 2007-08 CWA 319 Grant by July 01, 2007, all
of the project grants previously approved by the SWRCB (see 2006-07 CWA 319 First
Semi-annual Progress Report) were completed by the required deadline and met the
work plan goal for project grant development and execution of reducing the timeline to
7.0 months. Unfortunately, the application for the 2007-08 CWA 319 Grant did not
reach the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency — Region 9 (USEPA) in a timely
manner and the FFY 2007 funds will not be received until late September or October
2007. As such, the approved projects totaling $2,467,601were put on hold since the
required funding could not be encumbered. One grant project scheduled for funding
with the anticipated FFY 2007 grant (Rural Roads Erosion Control Assistance — Santa
Cruz Resource Conservation District [PIN #8825]) was covered with $167,724 of
unobligated grant funds from the 2004 CWA 319 Grant (Grant No. C9-9690680; PCA
No. 436-04). In late 2007, the remaining 2007 CWA 319(h) funds (approximately
$1,600,000) will be included in a separate CWA 319 Request for Proposal (RFP) along
with approximately $4,050,000 of anticipated 2008-09 CWA 319 funding for grant
projects scheduled to begin by July 1, 2008.

The NPS Program recently hired new staff whose efforts will be focused in the marinas
and wetlands land use categories. In the agricultural land use category, staff continued
coordinating discussion among various groups and addressing conflicts from proposed
food quality requirements and environmental management practices (MPs), such as
riparian buffers. These important issues are NPS Program related, but not covered in
the annual workplan. Likewise, NPS staff continued to address RWQCB-5’s irrigated
agricultural waiver compliance with the NPS Implementation and Enforcement Policy as
a result of the petitions that were filed challenging compliance. Staff continued meeting
with the Department of Pesticide Regulation regarding the reevaluation of pyrethroid
pesticides, a significant water quality problem, and coordinating responses and
developing a solution to the lack of analytical methods for most registered pesticides.
Staff has been working with the Coordinated Management for Food Safety and Water
Quality Partnership to develop a collaborative process to address both concerns. NPS
staff participated as a member of the California Water and Land Use Partnership
(CAWALUP) in a Southern Partners Meeting and a Northern Partners meeting where
the prospects of partnering with agencies, NGOs, etc. on the promotion of LID practices
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we discussed. Staff also managed various contracts; one contract accounted for two
new issues of the Runoff Rundown being published.

Staff began several notable projects during this progress reporting period that reflected
a change in the way that business has been done. The NPS Program began work on a
strategy that will reflect its core goals and objectives. Working with the RWQCBS, the
strategy will establish NPS priorities and will be used to inform short-term and long-term
goals. The home page for the NPS program has undergone a face lift and when
finished will be user friendly as well as attractive. Eight Success Stories have been
posted on the web page. The NPS Program has also begun work on the MP Miner with
the goal of making it a comprehensive database of MPs that is easily accessible.

North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board Pr  ogram Summary

Over the course of this fiscal year, the level of effort in the North Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB-1) directed to the various listed tasks has differed
slightly from that projected in the workplan. Regional Board management and staff as a
whole have determined that total maximum daily load (TMDL) implementation in the
Scott and Shasta River watersheds (Task 4) is a very high priority. NPS Program
efforts in these watersheds is controversial and challenging for a number of reasons
including the general negativity to regulatory oversight (this is the heart of the “State of
Jefferson”), the relative lack of environmental regulatory oversight in recent years, and
the number of different organizations and entities involved in TMDL implementation.
The resources that the NPS Program is attempting to restore are significant and are a
critical component of the Klamath River Basin fishery. In order to be successful in
implementing these TMDLs, RWQCB-1 staff need to coordinate a number of elements,
and present and maintain a regular presence in the watersheds. Accordingly, RWQCB-
1 staff has devoted a significant amount of resources to this particular task, through a
number of programs, with participants in this effort including technical lead staff,
technical support, management, and the Executive Officer. A number of individuals that
the RWQCB-1 staff work with in these watersheds have indicated their expectation that
having adopted the TMDLs RWQCB-1 presence would “go away,” but our efforts have
demonstrated that this is not the case. NPS Program management and staff expect that
this effort will remain a top priority for the next several fiscal years, and additional
resources may be directed towards this effort over future years, if necessary.

San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Bo  ard Program Summary

NPS Program tasks were generally on track this period for the San Francisco Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-2). The NPS coordinator and other staff
completed the semi-annual progress report for July-Dec 2006, completed the 2007-08
Workplan, and attended monthly phone calls and January and April Roundtables. Staff
managed five CWA 319(h) grant projects, including two new ones. Under the
Hydromodification Task, RWQCB-2 staff conducted technical outreach, worked with
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several advisory committees to develop technical management documents, reviewed
implementation projects, and continued developing our Stream and Wetland Systems
Protection Policy. Under the TMDL Task staff continued efforts in the dairy inspection
program, grazing waiver scoping, working on a vessel management strategy for
Tomales Bay, and focusing on sediment management practices in several key
watersheds. Under the Critical Coastal Area (CCA) Task staff worked closely with the
California Coastal Commission and a variety of local stakeholders to help develop a
CCA Action Plan for one of our pilot CCA projects, the Fitzgerald Marine Reserve in
San Mateo County, and attended the first stakeholder meeting for the pilot Sonoma
Creek project.

NPS tasks were generally on track this period. The NPS coordinator and other staff
completed the semi-annual progress report for January through June 2007 and
attended monthly phone calls and July and October Roundtables. We managed five
319(h) grants. Under our Hydromodification Task we conducted technical outreach,
worked with several advisory committees to develop technical management documents,
reviewed implementation projects, and continued developing our Stream and Wetland
Systems Protection Policy. Under our TMDL Task we continued our dairy program,
grazing waiver development, worked on a vessel management strategy for Tomales
Bay, and focused on sediment management practices in several key watersheds.
Under the CCA Task we worked closely with the California Coastal Commission and a
variety of local stakeholders to help develop a CCA Action Plan for one of our pilot CCA
projects, the Fitzgerald Marine Reserve in San Mateo County, and continued working
with stakeholders to plan for pilot Sonoma Creek CCA.

Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board Program Summary

The Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-3) NPS Program
made progress on several successful efforts this reporting period. Staff continued
development of a method to track non-CWA 319h funded efforts (State Proposition 13,
40, 50, etc.) and document other nonpoint source management efforts. The goal being
to develop a single, easy to use tracking system that will provide information for multiple
users (such as NPS, grants and stormwater programs). For the Santa Maria River
Watershed, NPS staff completed 19 water quality short-courses, serving a total of 775
attendees, 187 irrigation evaluations impacting 5,400 acres, trained 81 farmers how to
utilize improved nitrate management techniques, impacting 3,694 acres, conducted 4
tours and 16 workshops with a total participation of 529 people, and five fact-sheets
were produced (1/26/07). A summary report on management practice (MP)
implementation was completed, using information from the required management
practice checklists that were submitted by growers. This report is included in the
RWQCB-3 deliverables, which is included as an attachment. The information from this
report will be used in conjunction with field inspections, pesticide use reporting and
monitoring data to assess the level and effectiveness of MP implementation.
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Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board Pr  ogram Summary

Three members of the NPS staff left our office in the 2006 — 2007 fiscal year. These
staff members were responsible for several NPS projects and the management of the
NPS program in the Region. As a result of their loss, the program management
commitments and several goals and objectives in the 2006-2007 CWA 319 Workplan
for RWQCB-4 were not met. To rectify this situation, the NPS program has been
restructured to be managed as part of the TMDL program. TMDL staff are currently
handling the NPS workload. RWQCB-4 management has initiated recruitment of
additional allocated staff to fulfill the NPS workplan for the 2007-2008 fiscal year. With
a reduction in staff resources, RWQCB-4 focused on the implementation of the
Conditional Waiver program as the key component of the NPS program for this fiscal
year.

This fiscal year the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-4)
Nonpoint Source Program has focused on implementing the LA Region Conditional
Waiver for Irrigated Lands (Conditional Waiver). More than 68% of the total irrigated
acres in the Los Angeles Region were enrolled in the program in the first year (FY 2006-
2007). The Regional Board Executive Officer issued a Notice of Applicability (NOA) to
the Ventura County Agriculture Irrigated Lands Group (December 2006) and the
Nursery Growers Association — Los Angeles County Irrigated Lands Group (February
2007) approving their Notice of Intent to Discharge (NOIs), Monitoring and Report
Plans, and Quality Assurance Project Plans. It is anticipated that several thousand
additional acres to be enrolled in the program when the discharger groups submit
supplemental NOIs later this summer. This additional enrollment is due to continued
outreach and Notice to Comply letters sent to non-filers. The discharger groups have
kicked off their required water quality monitoring. Due to the extremely dry winter there
was not any wet season monitoring this year; however, the groups have started their dry
weather sampling events. The first annual monitoring reports from each group will be
due the end of this calendar year. In addition, many growers have attended water
guality education courses required by the Conditional Waiver. The Regional Board has
approved water quality education courses offered by UC Extension - Ventura County,
Ventura County Farm Bureau, California Strawberry Commission, CAPCA - Ventura
County, CAPCA - Los Angeles County.

This fiscal year, the Los Angeles Water Board Nonpoint Source Program has focused
on implementing the LA Region Conditional Waiver for Irrigated Lands and atmospheric
deposition control.

More than 68% of the total irrigated acres in the Los Angeles Region were enrolled in
the program in the first year (FY 2006-2007). An additional 11,709 additional acres
were enrolled this fiscal year, bringing the total enrolment to 72%. The discharger
groups have continued their required water quality monitoring. The first wet season
monitoring event was not until December of this year; consequently, the first annual
monitoring reports from the Ventura County Agriculture Irrigated Lands Group (VCAILG)
was extended to February 15, 2008. The monitoring report for the Nursery Growers
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Association (NGA) group was extended to February 6, 2008. Many growers have
attended water quality education courses required by the Conditional Waiver. The
Regional Board has approved water quality education courses offered by UC Extension
- Ventura County, Ventura County Farm Bureau, California Strawberry Commission,
CAPCA - Ventura County, CAPCA - Los Angeles County. Regional Board staff
continued outreach efforts to enroll growers under the waiver either as individuals or
members of the discharge groups. On November 15, 2007, the Regional Board sent
notices of violation to approximately 400 growers who had not yet enrolled in the waiver.

Regional Board staff is also investigating sources of atmospheric deposition of metals to
waterbodies in the Region. On May 15, 2007, under authority of section 13267 of the
California Water Code, the Executive Officer required reports on the fate and transport
of metals emitted by the 29 largest emitters in the Region. The reports were due by
September 7, 2007, but based on information provided by certain facilities, staff granted
extensions ranging from one month to one year. To date, ten facilities have submitted
the required reports. Four facilities are exempt based on their closure, cease in
emissions, or financial hardship. Several refineries petitioned the 13267 letters and in
response, were allowed a one-year extension to complete a region-wide model. The
remaining facilities are expected to sub it their reports on time. Staff is currently
reviewing the submitted reports for use in the development and implementation of
upcoming and ongoing metals TMDLs and will follow up with non-responders as
appropriate.

Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board Program Summary

The CVRWQCB covers approximately 60,000 square miles and promotes a watershed-
based approach to address NPS pollution problems. Our project objectives are to: (1)
work with watershed groups to encourage development and implementation of
watershed management plans that address NPS pollution, (2) implement management
measures, (3) develop new policy, and (4) educate and provide technical assistance to
the public, agencies, and private landowners about NPS pollution problems. Staff is
managing five 319(h) grants that support many of these objectives. For example, in the
Feather River watershed grantees are working on a project for environmentally
responsible management of tree crops, and in the Dry Creek watershed, near Roseville,
a grantee has installed barriers and signs and restored an area damaged by OHV use.
During this reporting period staff worked on compiling existing information related to
developing a salinity policy in the region. The Clear Lake TMDL stakeholder group
developed a MOU between interested parties for implementation of the nutrient and
mercury TMDLs. Staff also worked with local stakeholder groups to develop two
watershed assessments, five management plans, six monitoring plans and QAPPs and
two monitoring reports.

In addition, in FY 05-06 workplan we had a task to implement nutrient management
plans in non-NPDES dairies. At the time, the task turned out to be more complicated
than anticipated. During this progress reporting period, we have adopted a general
order for non-NPDES dairies which includes the requirements for nutrient management
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plans, and we have been working with the California Dairy Quality Assurance Program
to conduct workshops to increase dairy operators’ understanding of the need for water
quality protection.

Great strides were made this reporting period to stay on schedule with all the tasks. A
documentary on salinity in the Central Valley is nearly complete and will likely be
showcased at the 2007 NPS Conference. Two of the grant projects are expected to
wrap-up in January 08, both with successful and meaningful water quality applications.

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board Progr ~ am Summary

During the six-month period for January to June 2007, the Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Board’s (RWQCB-6) major achievements were in adopting waivers to
address the NPS sectors of grazing and timber harvest activities. A Grazing Waiver for
Ranch Operations in the Bridgeport Valley and it's California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) negative declarations were unanimously passed at the June 13, 2007 Regional
Water Board meeting. The Regional Board approved a revised Timber Waiver on
February 14, 2007. Major deliverables included as part of this progress report are
copies of both adopted waivers.

Other accomplishments included successful completion of two more contracts, bringing
the total of contracts completed this fiscal year to five. Staff also focused
outreach/education efforts on fuels reduction, invasive weed management, and
wetlands.

Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board Program Summary

The focus of efforts for the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB-7) NPS Program staff were to achieve effective implementation of three
sediment TMDLs in the Salton Sea Transboundary Watershed, continue education and
outreach to local landowners through the Imperial County Farm Bureau's "Voluntary
TMDL Compliance Program”, and a Nonpoint Source (NPS) Initiative pilot project. The
three year progress report to the Regional Board regarding Imperial Valley Silt TMDL
Implementation indicated that significant milestones are being achieved. Water quality
monitoring data comprised of field observations, total suspended solids (TSS), and
turbidity data collected over three years indicated that the TMDL three year interim
target for TSS had been met.

Region 7’'s NPS Program focuses on TMDL implementation in the Salton Sea
watershed, our Priority Watershed. Our 319(h) grant program supports the TMDL
implementation efforts.

Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board Prog  ram Summary

Tasks for the Santa Ana Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-8) NPS
Program staff were generally completed on time. Successful efforts include
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participation in several events during this period in which NPS information contained in
brochures and pamphlets were distributed; developing and populating a database of
likely irrigated agricultural operators who will be subject to proposed agricultural waiver,
and evaluating alternate approaches for a waiver monitoring program. The strategy
now being considered is a watershed-based approach whereby existing irrigated
agricultural stakeholder groups, that have already demonstrated the capacity to conduct
monitoring by identifying pollutants associated with irrigated agriculture discharges in
the watershed, take on an additional role of waiver monitoring. In areas where this
capacity is absent or where stakeholder groups have not formed, RWQCB-8 staff would
initially conduct monitoring to establish relevant constituents that are to be listed in
waiver monitoring programs.

Athar Khan was hired in November 2007 to be the NPS coordinator for Region 8. Dave
Woelfel has been assisting Athar in getting up to speed with the program. A goal for the
new coordinator will be to develop an agricultural waiver for the Region. In the last half
of the year Region 8 staff has attended the NPS Roundtable in South Lake Tahoe in
October, made presentations to the California Nursery conference on water quality
regulations and the IACC Committee on the results of an investigation into the presence
of copper and metals in Newport Bay. Outreach materials have been collected and
developed and outreach activities have been increased.

San Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board Prog  ram Summary

During the reporting period, work funded by the 2006-07 CWA 319 Grant at the San
Diego Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB-9) proceeded in a generally
satisfactory manner. The major effort this six month period focused on the work of the
CWA 401 Certification Program. Water quality degradation is a symptom of unhealthy
watersheds. Since healthy wetlands and riparian areas are essential to the health of
watersheds, protection and restoration of the natural characteristics of wetlands and
riparian areas are critical to protection and restoration of the health of watersheds.
Preventing / minimizing the loss and degradation of wetlands and riparian areas and
their associated functions and beneficial uses and ensuring that appropriate and
adequate mitigation is done where such losses occur is an important part of protecting
and restoring wetlands and riparian areas. The CWA 8401 Certification program is
critical to accomplishing this.

During the reporting period, work funded by CWA 8319(h) funds in the San Diego
Region proceeded in a generally satisfactory manner. Nevertheless, 319(h) resources
provided to the SDRWQCB fall far short of what is needed to adequately address
nonpoint source problems and threats in the San Diego region.



Summary of Financial Status of 2006-07 CWA 319 Gran t

During the 2006-07 state fiscal year (SFY) (July 1 through June 30) only 85.75 percent
($5,219,338) of the total funds allocated for personnel expenditures ($6,086,412) in the
2006-07 CWA 319 Grant application were spent, leaving a $877,596 available for other
potential uses (see Table 1). This was primarily due to extended staff vacancies at the
SWRCB and RWQCB-4. In addition, in order to draw down unspent personnel services
funding from previous CWA 319 Grant years and lessen the amount of funds held in
those grants, funding for SWRCB Division of Water Quality (DWQ) staff for the months
of January through June 2007 were charged to unused personnel services from the
2001 CWA 319 Grant. The NPS Program plans to use these 2006-07 CWA 319 funds
to support personnel services for selected RWQCBs during the first quarter of the 2007-
08 SFY. As previously discussed, this is due to the 2007-08 CWA 319 Grant application
not reaching the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency — Region 9 (USEPA) in a timely
manner and the FFY 2007 funds not scheduled to be received until late September or
October 2007.

With respect to the grant projects, as required all were encumbered during the first fiscal
year ($4,137,410) (see Table 2). During the year approximately $82,535 was expended
on the various grant projects, which was ahead of the anticipated grant project
expenditure rate (see Table 3). Over the next year, the NPS Program expects to
drawdown and/or obligate the excess personnel funds through expenditures for current
year personnel costs and NPS-related contracts (e.g.; CCC personnel support, NPS
tracking and monitoring, consultant services), with the ultimate goal of drawing down at
a minimum 99.50% of the total grant award by June 30, 2010.



Table 1: 2007-08 CWA 319 NPS Program Expenditungs\Vdorkplan Allotments through June 2008

Personnel Op Exp. & Total Direct el Total Total SWCAP Total Personnel S Organization Travel Travel Travel
OlfgeeHe) PYs SRS OiiEr SRS Expenses Organization Workplan Contribution OlfgE o) A”O‘"?e.”‘ Allotment Travel Aleime A”O‘"?e.”‘ Allotment
Expended Expended Expended Expended ($) Expended ($) Allotment ($) ) Allotment ($) Remaining Expended (%) Allotment ($) Expended Remaining Expended
®) ®) ®) Per Workplan (%) ) ®) (%)
1 4.2 269,172 1,717 270,889 235,040 505,929 537,513 20,379 517,134 11,205 97.83 7,360 11,960 (4,600)
2 3.7 266,500 0 266,500 232,351 498,851 473,523 17,953 455,570 (43,281) 109.50 6,480 1,377 4,346
3 2.9 199,231 679 199,910 174,048 373,958 371,139 14,071 357,068 (16,890) 104.73 5,100 7,341 (1,019)
4 2.7 167,081 40 167,121 145,230 312,351 345,544 13,101 332,443 20,092 93.96 4,730 3,219 3,239
5 5.1 308,570 200 308,770 269,084 577,854 652,694 24,746 627,948 50,094 92.02 8,940 2,666 2,934
6 2.6 168,272 0 168,272 146,936 315,208 332,746 12,616 320,130 4,922 98.46 4,560 6,393 (4,597)
7 1.8 122,923 77 123,000 107,092 230,092 230,362 8,734 221,628 (8,464) 103.82 3,150 3,297 (290)
8 1.8 115,440 12 115,452 100,837 216,289 230,362 8,734 221,628 5,339 97.59 3,150 1,646 1,2579
9 1.7 100,202 0 100,202 87,475 187,677 217,565 8,249 209,316 21,639 89.66 2,960 0 2,512
gm?o(t:aﬁ 26.5 | 1,717,391 2,725 1,720,116 1,498,093 3,218,209 3,391,448 128,583 3,262,865 44,656 98.63 46,430 37,899 4,233
DWQ' 6.0 400,643 262 400,905 349,831 750,736 763,780 28,598 734,822 (15,914) 102.17 10,500 9,005 3,032
DFA 34 203,642 36 203,678 177,639 381,317 439,481 16,662 422,819 41,502 90.18 5,970 1,181 3,612
SWRCB
Subtotal 9.4 604,285 298 604,583 527,470 1,132,053 1,203,261 45,620 1,157,641 25,588 97.79 16,470 10,186 6,644
NPS Program
Total 359 | 2,321,676 3,023 2,324,699 2,025,563 4,350,262 4,594,709 174,203 4,420,506 70,244 98.41 62,900 48,085 10,877
TMDL 12.1 734,284 0 734,284 763,478 1,497,762 1,556,785 59,023 1,497,762 0 100.00 0 0 0
‘I('B(;"A;\’\Il_g 48.0 | 3,055,960 3,023 3,058,983 2,789,041 5,848,024 6,151,494 233,226 5,918,268 70,244 98.81 62,900 48,085 10,877
Not

]
I
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Table 2: 2006-07 CWA 319 Grant Actual Expenditures for Project Grants Through June 30, 2007

Regional . . . 2006-07

No. Board Project Grant Title Project Grant No. Contractor Encumbered ($) Expenditures ($) Balance (%)

1 6 In_d_lan _Creek Reservoir TMDL 06-244-556-0 ngt_h Tahog Public 609,166 0 609,166
Mitigation Utilities District

2 ,  Demonstrating Road 06-245-552-0 Napa County RCD 344,222 0 344,222
Improvements

3 2 STRAW Project 06-246-552-0 The Bay Institute 283,500 23,201 260,299

4 1 Trnity River Watershed TMDL 06-247-551-0 | Trinity County RCD 675,000 27,850 647,150
Implementation Project

5 1 thtlg Larabee Watershed 06-248-551-0 Eel River Watershed 773.776 19,670 754.106
Sediment Control Project Improvement Group
Shasta Water Assoc. Dam

6 1 Demobilization and Water 06-249-551-0 Shasta Valley RCD 635,000 788 634,212
Quality Enhancement Project

7 3 Rural Road Erosion Control 06-250-553-0 Santa Cruz County RCD 816,746 11,026 805,720
Assistance

TOTAL 4,137,410 82,535 4,054,875
Table 3: Summary of 2006-11 CWA 319 Grant Expenditure Budget and Funding Drawdown®

State Fiscal Budgeted ($) (SWRCB-DWQ) Actual 2006-07($)/Estimated 2007-2011 Remaining at End of SFY($)

Year (SFY) || Personnel | Projects | SWCAP Total Personnel | Projects | SWCAP Total Personnel | Projects | SWCAP Total
2006-07 6,139,317 0 267,273 | 6,406,590 | 5,578,500 | 82,535 | 267,273 | 5,928,308 | 560,817 | 4,054,875 0 4,615,692
2007-08 0 1,000,000 0 1,000,000 | 560,817 917,465 0 1,478,282 0 3,137,410 0 3,137,410
2008-09 0 2,122,000 0 2,122,000 0 2,122,000 0 2,122,000 0 1,015,410 0 1,015,410
2009-10 0 1,015,410 0 1,015,410 0 1,015,410 0 1,015,410 0 0 0 0
2010-11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 6,139,317 | 4,137,410 | 267,273 | 10,544,000 | 6,139,317 | 4,137,410 | 267,273 | 10,544,000 NA NA NA NA

Note: 1. Amounts ($) in normal font were budgeted or calculated by SWRCB Division of Administrative Services and italicized
amounts are calculated or estimated by SWRCB-DWQ.

-12 -



State Water Resources Control Board

2008

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

NPS Program Summary

contracts/grants for CWA 319 projects so that mdlencumbered
no later than the end of first year of 2007 CWA 1@ra

Subtask Milestones On Task | If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no) | encountered; list any modifications to milestones
1.1. Grant Management  Bevelopment of semi-annual expenditure-status tegor all a. Yes
open CWA 319 Grants (see Deliverables 1.01).
b.Development of FFY 2002 Grant closure report (sekvBrable b. Yes
1.03).
1.2.Grant Application Securing of federal assistance for the NPS Proginanugh Yes
and Fiscal submittal of 2008-09 CWA 319 Grant application.
Administration
1.3. Contract and Grant a.Draft 2007/2008 CWA 319 contract/grant recipiergs | a. Yes
Review Process
b.Compliance witthe nine USEPA CWA 319 elements of b. Yes
watershed-based plans.
c.Adoption of 2007/2008 CWA 319 contract/grant reeiilist by c. Yes
SWRCB.
1.4. Contract and Grant a.Weekly list delineating status of new and active £819 projects | a. Yes
Agreement Development posted on the DFA web site (see Deliverable 1.07)
and Tracking
b.Maintain the current 7.0-month timeline requireci@cute b. Yes

-13 -



State Water Resources Control Board January 01, 2008 — June 30,
2008

Deliverables due this reporting period

1.01. Semi-annual Expenditure Analysis Report (&lbt.1) (StatusComplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Audg, 2007)

1.03. Grant Closure Report for CWA 319 2002-03 G(&8unbtask 1.1)_(Statu€omplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Niber 07, 2007)
1.07. CWA 319 projects posted on DFA website (Sshofiad) (StatusOn-going weekly updates e-mailed to USEPA — Re§itly SWRCB — Division of Financia
Assistance [DFA])

Major achievement this reporting period: As part of the SWRCB'’s Consolidated Grant's Pro¢€saP), Division of Water Quality (DWQ) staff rewied a total of 84
final proposals. A list of ten (10) projts was recommended for Clean Water Act (CWA) 3Xa(fding. These projects were submitted to and &dbipy the SWRCB i
September 2006 (SWRCB Resolution No. 2006-0063)nticipation of the receipt of FFY 2007 fundse @moject from the Proposition 50 Coastal Nonp&otrce
Pollution Control Program was also selected for CB8M(h) funding, and approved by the SWRCB thr@&WRCB Resolution Nos. 2006 -0063 and 2006-0087,
respectively. These additional proposals tota#$2,601, leaving approximately $1,600,000 remairiorgorojects to commence in 2008. In 2007, theai@ming CWA
319(h) funds will be included with other Propogitifunds in a request for concept proposals.

=)

Environmental benefit expected or achievedThe environmental benefit expected or achieveduinghis task is to more effectively apply for arniize the funding
provided through the CWA 319 Grant Program. Becdlusgrant projects selected and executed thrcugCGP provide direct water quality improvementoamted
with measurable load reductions (e.g.; sedimertienis), the more simplified and expeditious psscdeveloped by the SWRCB to get these projectgran
implemented results in a more timely environmehéaiefit than in previous years.

Subtask Milestones On Task If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no) encountered; list any modifications to
milestones
2.1: Urban aProvide comments on at least two (2) permits Stdfater Permits

as they are released as drafts (permits due femw@rinclude:
Caltrans Municipal Permit; and various MS4 Phaaed Il Permits
up for adoption by RWQCBS).

b. Write letter to Tribal Communities to invite paipation (Deliverablg
2.01)
Organize meeting to introduce LID concept to trib@mmunities;
Form technical workgroup;
Literature search for current projects that incoap® LID techniques
(Deliverable 2.02)
Develop criteria for LID projects (Deliverable 2)03
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Develop guidance for using SEPs for LID (Delivesl04)
c. Attend TAC meetings
d. Digitize sufficient sample sites for analysis oblt¢Tetra Tech in
kind service product).
Development of criteria to select coefficients &efech in kind
service product).
From these tools developed from this projec&taff will produce g
report on the applicability of the ISAT tool as &/Mndicator for
MMs 3.1A, 3.1B, and 3.1C (see Deliverable 2.05)
e. Assessment Summary for urban areas (see Ddllee206)
Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for urbaaas
Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for urbaess (see
Deliverable 2. 07)

e. Yes

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2.2.1: Agriculture

2.2.2 Animal nutrient
management

a. Develop criteria for coordinated water qualitgtpction and food
safety MPs. (see Deliverable 2.08)
Literature search for MPs that address both foéetysand water
quality. (see Deliverable 2.09)
b. Develop priority list. (see Deliverable 2.10)
Attend meetings with DPR to address appropriatgiesuo develop
pyrethroid mitigation methods.
c. Needs assessment summary on RB ag waiver pragciuding
role of SB NPS staff.
d. Assessment Summary for Ag (see Deliverable 2.11)
Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for Ag
Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for AgedsDeliverable
2.12)
2. Report on occurrence of animal waste impactwater quality and
implications for separate MPs. (see Deliverabl8P.1

b. Unknown
c. No

d. Yes

a. The final report for the Coordinated Managem

not posted until 12/14/07. The full text of the oetp

as well as its component parts are posted. Aduit
information will be posted to the site during thexn
few weeks. Analysis of criteria will begin oncé al
information becomes available

b. Management reassigned task.

ic. Waiting for R5

2. See a above.

of Food Safety and Water Quality Conference was

2nt

2.3: Marinas

a.ldentify marinas where additional sewage dispaoszilifies/services
are needed to meet boater needs (see Deliverddp 2.

b. One approved SWRCB General Order for sewage puniaoilities
in RWQCB-2 or 4 (see Deliverable 15).

c. Report, for inclusion in the Annual Report, leding the
participation in and effectiveness of existing @ldaarina
Programs; this information will also be availabldenarina
operators. (see Deliverable 2.16).

f. Assessment Summary for marinas (see Deliveraldl7)

5a. Yes

In progress

yes

Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for marinas

why another should be done, the report was quité
extensive.

Expected completion, July 2008.

This report was done in 2002 by DBW; | am not sure
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Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for marinaseg Deliverable |In progress Expected completion, July 2008.
2.18)

2.4 Forestry a. Assessment Summary for Forestry (see Deliverafilg) 2.

Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for Forgstr

Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for Forggsee Deliverable

2.20)

2.5 Wetlands a. Update of existing summary report that describesrse key no
statistics of wetland and riparian areas restomgtimjects for use in
Annual Report (see Deliverable 2.21).

b. Assessment Summary for wetlands (see DeliveraBR) 2.

c. Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for wetlands

d. Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for theds (see Deliverak

2.23)
2.6 Stream Modification| a. Participate in the new Hydromod Workgroup andkwo In progress [a. Have been in contact with Stormwater and am
and Hydromodification collaboratively with other agencies on regulat@yguage and currently working on riparian set back methodolopy.

riparian setback requirements.
b. At least two speakers will address NPS hydrofrzadion issues for In progress |Working with committee on a stream naturalization

SB/RB staff and other interested agency staff. and green engineering workshop through the
At least twavorkshops will be held with speakers addressinics Training Academy that will take place during the
dealing with issues for urban and riparian audisrareland form Spring in LA.

grading techniques

c. Assessment Summary for hydromod (see Deliverala4)
Draft Five-Year Implementation Plan for hydraino
Final Five-Year Implementation Plan for hydromddee
Deliverable 2.25)

Deliverables due this reporting period

2.01. Letter to Tribes (Subtask 2.1) (StatDemplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Augg, 2007)

2.02. Literature search for LID techniques (SubtadR (StatusComplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Atugb, 2007)

2.03 Criteria for LID projects (Subtask 2.1) (8&@tComplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Aufg, 2007)

2.05 Report on application of ISAT tool as MM iodior (Subtask 2.1) (StatuSomplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Aug, 2007)

2.06 Assessment Summary for urban (Subtask 2tajusSComplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Aufj&, 2007)

2.08 Criteria for coordinated water quality prdiec and food safety MPs. (Subtask 2.2.1) (Stadumsnplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Aug,
2007)

2.10 Priority list. (Subtask 2.2.1) (Stat@@mplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Augg, 2007)

2.11 Assessment Summary for ag (Subtask 2.2ta)uSComplete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Atugg, 2007)

2.13 Report on occurrence of animal waste impactwater quality and implications for separate MBsibtask 2.2.2) (Statu€omplete and submitted USEPA
— Region 9 on August 15, 2007)

2.17 Assessment Summary for marinas (Subtask8t&8)us:Complete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Augg, 2007)
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2.19 Assessment Summary for forestry (Subtask(3ttus:Complete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Augg, 2007)
2.22 Assessment Summary for wetlands (Subtask3ta&jus:Complete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Audg, 2007)
2.24 Assessment Summary for hydromod (Subtask(3t6jus:Complete and submitted to USEPA — Region 9 on Aug&, 2007)

Major achievement this reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:

Subtask

Task 3: NPS Program Implementation State-wide Focus

Milestones

On Task
(yes/no)

If no, discuss obstacles and problems
encountered,; list any modifications to milestoneg

3.1: Outreach and
Education

a. Redesigned website on line - 50% more visitors/\dagkhan
currently

New and updated items posted as ‘News and Updates’

Post newsletter, encyclopedia updates

one/month; with three/month of lesser priority NPr®gram news
items (only) being posted on the NPS Program welssiedesigned
‘News and Publications’ area. 80 of the currentyNPS 319(h)
projects web posted will be updated with positivat@ieast partly
guantifiable outcomes; projects will be web posted

b. Updating of MP Miner to make database more seatel{@ketra-

Tech)

At least 100 new MP studies incorporated into theéated MP Miner database (SWRCB)
(Deliverable 3.02).

c. Annual updates of NPS Encyclopedia (Tetra-TechpdSen
notification of updates through LYRIS NPS mailirisf |
(SWRCB).

d. Nine (9) success stories will be posted on SWRCE Réme
page (see Deliverable 3.03). 1 success story stdahfir
publication on EPA’s website

e. Prepare monthly agendas and summaries for pholseacal
agendas for quarterly for NPS RTs; at least one RBiill
share a successful outcome, learning experienapdate on
RWQCB activities that would be of interest to otR&WQCBs and
SWRCB staff.

f. Coordinate meetings with USEPA, SWRCB, CCC, and RABQ

staff to make decisions on NPS conference stapexific

d. yes

e.

b. Yes

c.In
progress.

yes

yes

Continuing work with TT on format; not yet ready
for studies to be incorporated.

The NPS Encyclopedia is going to be put onling
content updated by SWRCB. It is expected to be
complete by the NPS Conference in May in which
time a poster presentation will be used for tech-
transfer and to update users.
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milestones include: site selection, agenda devetopnspeaker
solicitation and selection, keynote speaker sealacfield trip and
workshop selection and coordination on-site coatiiim.

g. Conference g. yes Conference date moved to May 2008.

3.2: Monitoring a. ldentification of the extent of existing monitoripgograms and
areas where monitoring programs should be initiad¢sb provide
2-3 case studies of acceptable marina water quabityitoring
programs.

b. Build Tools for Stressor Association. This tool & built to
enhance the understanding of relations betweeitlgiohdition of
streams, and various NPS activities occurring istrepm watershe
Their relationships can: 1) increase the amouinfofmation
derived from CMAP data, and 2) provide productt tre useful to
both the SWRCB and RWQCBs.

A report will be produced to identify broadeays of using data
from different surveys (probabilistic and targetddsigns can
contribute to a full response to key environmestadssor gradient
(i.e., sediment).

c. Report associating benthic macroinvertebrate adsey@b with
agriculture and urban land use in the Central Yall€he report will
include meta-analysis of the existing Central \liatlataset, identify
and filling gaps with supplemental conditions, aedelop an
interpretive index for stream conditions assessrimettite Central
Valley. This index will create a measuring toblatcan utilized to
determine changes in stream conditions associatedagriculture
and other land uses.

d. Poster

e. Meeting material and information on the mtad

f.  Products from these efforts will be obtaitecbugh CMAP (a).

g. Report on study on the results of the Coppemitoring Study.

i. MOU
3.3: Critical Coastal |a. Updated CCA list. (NoteProject led by the CCC staff and CCA list has not been updated since 2002. Itis po
Areas deliverable specified CCC contract — see Task. 4.2) on the contract and is not expected to add mueh [of
b. Development of: watershed maps for each CCA; whagets benefit as the pilot projects and subsequent psocgs
mapping planning tool that can be used for otheA§C for the remaining CCAs has not been developed.
identification of land use types and sources ofytahts; estimated
load reductions; and description and recommendsfian Partially complete. A technical analysis was
implementation of NPS MMs (see Task 4.5). completed for CCAs and a mapping tool is not
c. CCA Action Plans for three (3) CCA pilot projecthlote: Project practical. However, GIS users have access to dqta
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led by the CCC staff and deliverable specified Qo6tract — see
Task 4.2).

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

and a BMP Prioritization Tool is being exploredaa
method to use GIS for BMP site selection. A
committee has been formed to ulitize this tooldbr
least one of the 3 CCAs, most likely Sonoma Crg

See task 4.2 below.

n

ek.

3.4: Grants Reporting | Update annual load reductions for all sedimentientiprojects that Yes TBD
and Tracking System | have first year input, and enter estimates fopwdjects that are
(GRTS) required to report by February 2008 (see Deliver&@x5).
3.5: EPA Strategic Plan| a. Issue paper/case study for further action fen€h Creek a.Yes
Water Quality Tracking | Workteam established for one or more priority weleds b.Yes
b. Templates developed for Regional use N
Draft Measure W determination for French Creektbeo
a.Final Measure W determination and recommendatioERA on
selected high priority watersheds
3.6: Semi-annual a. Draft Semi-annual Progress Reports Yes
Progress Reports on | Final Semi-annual Progress Reports (see Delive@bid
CWA 319 NPS Program
Activities
3.7: Annual Progress | a. Draft Annual Progress Report (see Deliverable 3.08) Yes
Report on Statewide b. Final Annual Progress Report (see Deliverable 3.09)
NPS Program
3.8: Develop Annual Develop and agree to workplan development and gyaplication
CWA 319 Workplan submittal schedule with US EPA
a. Draft Annual Workplan (see Deliverable 3.10)
b. Final Annual Workplan (see Deliverable 3.11)
3.9: Revised NPS a. Draft NPS Program Strategy (see Deliverable 3.12) No Much of the information from the Program Strateg
Program Strategy b. Final NPS Program Strategy (see Deliverable 3.13) was used in the development of the FYP; furthef
development has been put on hold pending further
development of the FYP, so that the FYP and
strategy are compatible.
3.10: EPA Five-Year |a. Lexicon for Plan (Draft; Living Document) (seeliverable 3.14) a. Yes Lexicon completed
Plan b. Draft Objectives and Goals (see Deliverable 8.15 b. Yes Draft objectives and goals completed
c. Final Objectives, Goals & Performance Measuses Deliverable c. No Mid-course change in structure, revisions in
3.16) progress
d. Draft FYP (see Deliverable 3.17)
e Second Draft FYP (see Deliverable 3.18)
3.11 State Strategic Plgn N/A Plans for NPS Strategic Plan were not necessary
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3.12 Watershed a.Final WMI Charter Y Completed
Planning b.Comments on initiatives etc. as appropriate Y
c.Watershed Planning workshops N/A
Deliverables due this reporting period

Major achievement this

3.01 Update 80 projects and outcomes to be DWQpmsted (Subtask 3.1)

3.03 Nine (9) success stories will be posted on 8B/RIPS home page (Subtask 3.1)
3.07 Final Semi-annual Progress Reports (Subt#&gk 3.

3.08 Draft Annual Progress Report (Subtask 3.7)

3.09 Final Annual Progress Report (Subtask 3.7)

3.12 Draft NPS Program Strategy (Subtask 3.9)

3.14 Lexicon for Plan (Draft; Living Documentpubtask 3.10)

3.15 Draft Objectives and Goals (Subtask 3.10)

3.16 Final Objectives, Goals & Performance Meas(Subtask 3.10)
3.17 Draft FYP (Subtask 3.10)

3.18 Second Draft FYP (Subtask 3.10)

reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:

Contract Number
Project Name

4.1-Water Education

Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 7/07 to 12/07

Foundation (WEF)
(04-211-555-0)
The Runoff Rundown: A
Catalog of California’s
Nonpoint Source
Management Activities

1. One newsletter (hardcopy & electronic) due 1@10

2. Third-year web-based and hard copy questiontaiassess
publication.

GRTS data Contract on Schedule (yes/no)
current
(yes/no)
Yes Completed. Final report due 01/08.

Implementation of NPS

and effectiveness of MPs in the Coastal Zone.
3.CCA Action Plan Watershed Assessment for thred pilojects.

4.2-California Coastal | 1. Develop LCP development guidance materials. In progresqThe CCC contract was initiat late due to staff turn-
Commission 2.Three quarterly fact sheets with information onithplementation | In progresgaround. CCC Contract was initiation under a new
(TBD)

contract manager.

In progress
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Program Plan

Updated CCA List.

CCA pilot projects have accepted SFEIs impairme
assessment.

4.3-University of
California Davis
Extension
(05-311-250-0)
Non-Point Source Wate
Pollution Outreach and
Educational Program

1. Three quarterly project reports.

2 ldentify existing information, and use it to faxtrand develop
outreach and educational materials to be used iksivops (task 5)
including, but not limited to, case histories, @mttand reference
information, important research papers, projedeslj photos and
diagrams, models such as IS Analysis tools, aner sthevant
materials. Selected elements of the materialsheillurned into a
variety of different media, such as a minimum gfhei(8) written fact
sheets, compact disk (CD) format, slide shows{ lpéicy and
technical memoranda and papers, or other medidigotbution at
conferences, classes, workshops and distributipnaf@ssionals.

This contract is on track. Development of websit
complete, several workshops have been held and
materials developed for each; also requests for
presentations at other workshops have been accey

4.4-Department of
Pesticide Regulation
(05-218-250)

Copper Monitoring Stud
at Marinas

1. Produce 3 Progress Reports
2. Draft Project Report
3. Final Project Report

Completel

In addition, State Board Meeting were either cdade

process.

4.5-San Francisco
Estuary Institute

(05-309-250))
Critical Coastal Areas
Pilot Studies for
Watsonville Slough;
James Fitzgerald Marine
Reserve; and Sonoma
Creek

1. Watershed maps for each CCA

2. Watershed mapping planning tool

3. Impairment Assessments Summary

4. Estimated Load Reductions

5. Description of NPS MMs that need to be impleradrand evaluatio|
of effectiveness of existing MMs.

2 6. Evaluation of use of impervious surface in pdotas

Project Report

Partially
done

Some minor changes to deliverables were approve
to the unexpected amount of unbudgeted time and
resources that were involved in the voluntary
stakeholder process and workshops. Phase Il feas
initiated (under a Proposition 50 grant) and the
activities included will complete these tasks.

4.6-California
Department of Fish and
Game
(03-273-250-0)
SWRCB California
Monitoring and
Assessment Program
(CMAP)

1.Monitoring data will be collected at at leasts3@s.

2. Write a draft Statewide Assessment Report fof Plrogram and
SWAMP.

.3. Execution of the second amendment

4. Build Tools for Stressor Associations — Toleefi@ables

5. Produce a Synthesis Report: Combining Data ffangeted and
Probabilistic Sites

6 Produce a Statewide Conditions Report.

7. Produce a NPS Report

Yes

Delayed due to the availability of some of the d:
Draft was completed in October 2007.
Executed in My 2007.

Completed in August 20C

New deliverable date August 31, 2008, executiotine
amendment was delayed.

New deliverable date December 30, 2008, execufic
the amendment was delayed.

Watershed Impairment Assessment. The other twp
nt

Delayed to February 28, 2008. Additional time was
needed to write a more thoroughly completed report.

or rescheduled, which effected DPR’s decision ngki

ted

n

be

New deliverable date December 30, 2008, execufic
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8. Produce Draft Final Report
9. Produce a Final Report

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

the amendment was delayed

New deliverable date February 1, 2009, executic
the amendment was delayed.

New deliverable date March 1, 2009, execution ef
amendment was delayed.

4.7-Chico State 1. Execute the contract. Completel
University, Chico 2. Develop a formal set of standardization filesB&I taxonomy and Completel
Research Foundation organize

(06-119-250-0) 3. Establish a consensus-building process to be tasgtandardize CA Yes
Standardization of bioassessment taxonomy.

Freshwater Invertabrate| 4. Develop a Taxonomic Workshop Yes
Taxonomy to Support | 5. Produce a Draft Report Yes
Biocriteria 6. Produce a Final Report Yes
4.08-California 1. Execute the work through the second amendmehedEMAP Completel

Department of Fish and
Game

(03-273-250-2)
Associating Benthic
Macroinvertabrate
Assemblages w/
Agriculture and Urban
Land Uses in the Centt
Valley

contract.

2 Gather and evaluate existing metadata, deterdateegaps and
address with supplemental monitoring and develtgrjmetative
index.

3. Report on benthic macroinvertebrate assemblaijbsagricultural

and urban land uses in California’s Central Valley

No, execution of the amendment was delz

New deliverable date February 28, 2008, executfc
the amendment was delayed.

4.09-San Jose Universit
Foundation

Expanding Role of
Citizen Monitoring

y.1. Execution of the Contract.

2. Produce a QAPP and Monitoring Plan for CalifarRiapid
Assessment Monitoring

3. Produce a Guidance Document for the Citizen kboinig

4. Produce a NPS Program Citizen’s Monitoring it Plan

5. Produce written result a survey taken from eitimonitors for NPS
Program data needs and project participation.

6. Produce a SWAMP compatibility guidance document

7. Produce a SWAMP compatible data uploads wely liRkoduce a 8
Communication Strategy for Cititzen Monitoring.

8. Produe a methods comparison between CRAM and Ekbbitat
assessments.

9. Produce a report on probabilistic riverine ctinds

10. Produce a draft and final report.

Complete, but delayed.
Completed in August 20C

No, late due to the delayed in the execution o
contract.

No, late due to the delayed in the execution o
contract.

No, late due to the delayed in the execution o
contract.

No, late due to the delayin the execution of the
contract.

Yes

Yes
No, late due to the delayed in the execution o
contract.
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4.10 San Jose Universit
Foundation (included in
contract 06-308-250-0
Expanding Role of
Citizen’s Monitoring)
Evaluate the Long-term
Effectiveness in the Trol

y 1.Execute the work through the Expanding the Rol€itzen’s
Monitoring.
Produce a report on the assessment of the effaetgeof the Trout
Creek Restoration Project at improving instreamagioal conditions.

ut

Creek Restoration Proje

ct

Yes

Yes

Deliverables due this reporting period

Major achievement this reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:
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North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board

Nonpoint Source (NPS) Implementation Workplan
July 1, 2007 — June 30, 2008

RWQCB-319-07/08-Workplan Tasks PYs Cost

Task 1: NPS Program Coordination 0.4 51,192

Task 2: 319 Project Management 1.1 140,777

Task 3: NPS Implementation - Dairies 0.55 70,389

Task 4: NPS Implementation — Shasta and Scott RivaWatersheds 0.65 83,186

Task 5: NPS Implementation — Regionwide Waiver folarious Activities 0.5 63,990

Task 6: NPS Implementation — Pre-Permitting Groundvork: Focus on

the North Coast Railroad 0.55 70,389

Task 7: NPS Implementation — Miscellaneous NPS Agities 0.45 57,591

TOTAL 4.20 537,512

CWA 319(h) Allocation

$537,512 $23,354 $514,15
Average cost per PY $128,000
Outcome:

In Fiscal Year 2007/08, we propose to continueptith we started during Fiscal Year 2006/07, withgbal of, over the next few fiscal years, methaltiic
developing permitting mechanisms that require naintgsource dischargers throughout the region épare and implement pollution control plans foirthe
individual properties and activities with the ultte outcome of controlling controllable sources@f point source pollution throughout the regiod an
ensuring that water quality impairments causeddyy point source pollution are eliminated and thainpaired waters do not become impaired by nontpoin
source pollution.

FFY 07 Objective;

We will continue implementing our Non Point SouRaicy compliance priority list, will develop atdst one individual dairy permit, begin developing a
regionwide general dairy permit by the end of ikedl year, and will determine the appropriate tgpd content of the permitting mechanism (WDRsyesi
or prohibition) for NPS activities in the Scott aBHasta River watersheds. In addition, we hopeate completed our Task 5 efforts for at least &de€Xxific
sites in our region. We will report to our Boamd @ur progress with these efforts at the May oe2B07 Board meeting.

Midyear report: The bulk of our effort over the ogfing period was directed toward TMDL implemeraatin Scott/Shasta (Task 4), complaint responsskT
7), waiver policy renewal (Task 5), grant manageni€ask 2), and gravel mine permitting (not on kydan).
End of year report: we continued to focus muchwfeffort on Tasks 2, 4, and 7 (mainly complairgp@nse under this task), but also made signifioesdress
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in Task 3 (setting the groundwork for and complgtam internal review draft of our first generalrggermit).

Staff Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5 Task 6 Task 7 Total PYs

Michele Fortner 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 1

Janet Blake 0.2 0.2
Scott Gergus 0.1 0.25 0.15 0.35 0.85
Kathleen Daly 0.4 0.4
Andrew Baker 0.65 0.2 0.15 1

Jonathan Warmerdam 0.15 0.1 0.25
Diana Henrioulle 0.1 0.1 0.05 0.05 0.3
Adona White 0.1 0.1
/Administrative Support 0.1 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.3
Total PY per Task 0.4 1.1 0.65 0.75 0.5 0.55 0.45 4.2
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Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

Description: To improve the overall NPS program, this task oizgsthe program infrastructure based on the ugdddRS Program Plan and focuses information
exchange among the Regional and State Boards had $tate agencies.

Outcome: To build a cohesive statewide program by focusindpaseline 319(h) workplan activities.

FY06 Objectives: The purposes of NPS Program Coordination are td lutohesive statewide program and to highliglat merm successes.

Subtask Descriptions Milestones Schedule
a. Evaluate Program Success [DOevelop draft annual CWA 319 Workplan 1.Draft CWA 319 2008-09 workplan 1. 03/15/08
(see Deliverable 1.1)
2. Develop final CWA 319 Workplan 2.Final CWA 319 2008-09 workplan 2. 05/01/08
(see Deliverable 1.2)
3. Complete semi-annual progress reports on CWA 31&kglan 3.CWA 319 Semiannual Progress 3. 07/31/07
activities for 07/07-12/07and 01/08-06/08. Report for 07/07 — 12/07 (see
Deliverable 1.3)
4.CWA 319 Semiannual Progress 4.01/31/08

Report for 01/08 — 06/08 (see
Deliverable 1.4)

4. Write an annual CWA 319 Project Success Story 5.CWA 319 Project Success Story (see| 5.12/01/07
Deliverable 1.5)
b. Information 1. RT and monthly phone calls — participate in quiyrtRT and monthly Ongoing
Exchange/Outreach phone calls to keep updated on statewide poligidspaograms and to

coordinate regional and statewide strategies toae®IPS pollution.
2. NPS Biennial Conference — the next conferenceheilheld in March
2008. NPS staff will participate in planning megsrinform July 2007
through April 2008.
3. IACC and subcommittee participation — periodieattance (by
telephone) at Wetland, Boating, and Forestry sulncitt®e meetings
c. Contract and Grant RevigwRreview proposed grant-funded projects, processdegoreview and Ongoing
make recommendations to State Board contract managgerding
requested contract amendments and revisions, rewi@vitoring and othg
reports to assess for completeness and consistéticgontract.

d. Critical Coastal Areas 1. Periodically attenti€al Coastal Committee meetings (via As assigned; most past tasks have Ongoing
telephone) and provide deliverables as assignebdeb€ CA committee.| involved supplying information to
2. Attend all North Coast CCA subcommittee meetiagd group complete information sheets or other
activities related to pilot CCA. documents

3. Provide deliverables as assigned by the NoodsCCCA
subcommittee chair.
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2008
e. Nine (9) Watershed During grant application reviews, review and canfithat the nine (9) | One e-mail per nine (9) element review Feb — April,
Elements Review elements of a watershed plan listed as part ofthet application are | verifying record to SB and EPA. 2008

accurate and complete, and create a record (e-ofdH)s review for the|
RB, SB and EPA grant files. (I think we completbiin FY 2006/07)

f. Measure W Activities Indicate how Region is wimidk towards attaining, and documenting REPORTS PROVIDED NOV/DEC
attainment of the US EPA Strategic Plan Water Quslatershed Sub- | 2007

Objective Restoration and Improvement Strategic $dess (Measure W)
for those high priority watersheds in Region 1g(e-rench Creek, Terwar
Creek, Garcia River, Shasta River) Is this covémebask 4 — Scott and
Shasta River Watersheds. — Measure W reports anpleted by our
TMDL development unit, with information from our TDA lead staff
(Garcia — Jonathan Warmerdam: Scott (includes r&@meek) — Bryan
McFadin, Shasta — Andrew Baker).

Deliverables: Due Date:
1.1 Draft CWA 319 2008-09 workplan 03/15/08
1.2 Final 319 workplan for FY 2008-09 05/01/08
1.3 CWA 319 semi-annual progress report (Jan-JO7 2DONE 07/31/07
1.4 CWA 319 semi-annual progress report (Jul-Dea820 01/31/08
1.5 CWA 319 project success stobONE 12/01/07

Budget in PYs:

0.4
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Task 2: 319 Project Management

Description: For existing projects, staff reviews invoices,gness reports, project products and conducts grimjsgections in the field. Staff coordinates resges to federal
Grants and Tracking and Reporting System requirési{&RTS) by supplying load reduction data fromjgets, electronic copies of agreements and amentsnend final projegt

2008

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

reports. For new projects, staff reviews draftigof Work and Budgets. For all projects, stafintaans audit-ready project files.

Outcome: All projects kept on time and in compliance witleithcontracts so as to effectively address or obtitle water quality problems which they are inteshtb address.

FYO06 Objectives Manage the listed contracts, ensure that wookiyets expected for this year are completed ondetbend in compliance with their contracts.

List of Contracts/Products with Schedule:-

Contract Lead Entity |Contract Project Description Watershed | Contract | Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 7/06 to|Contract Schedule
Number Amount Code Manager 6/07
Project Start End
Name Date Date
04-058--551-0 |Humboldt Co | $500,00( This project will implement measures fdUC Kathleen |An amendment was requested in March [070.1/1/04| 12/31/07
Eel River RCD reduce sediment through culvert 18010105, |Daly which will provide for additional staffing.
Sediment upgrades, culvert replacement/removall8010106 In FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to:
Reduction and armored rolling and critical dip Additional list of selected projects.
Phase Il installations and other treatments to Site —specific workplans and landowner

reduce runoff, diversion potential, and

gullying.

agreements.

Implementation on landowner projects w
resume 7/07.

Evaluate Project effectiveness through
photo documentation.

We received the final report in Decembef
2007. Per the final report, the contracto
completed 18 individual projects within the
Van Duzen and South Fork Eel River

watersheds, and reported a total of 6611
8388 cubic yards of sediment “saved” in

South Fork Eel and Van Duzen watersheds,

respectively. Received & approved final
invoice during this report period. Project
completed.
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04-217-551-0
Mattole River
and Range
Partnership
Implementatior
Phase

Mattole
Restoration
Council

$500,00

2008

Ol his project will implement measures t
reduce sediment through culvert

and armored rolling dip and critical dip
installations and other treatments to
reduce runoff, diversion potential, and
gullying. The project will include
planting 90,000 Mattole Douglas fir tre
and 5,000 seedlings. Monitoring will
provide important feedback for future
restoration work and help identify sites
that need further maintenance.

pMattole
River. HUC

upgrades, culvert replacement/removall8010107

Kathleen
Daly

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

Received the draft final report during this
report period. The grantee has requeste
budget amendment to the line item budg
Waiting on additional information for
grantee to finalize the budget amendmer
Anticipating the final invoice and report if
August/September 2008.. In the draft an
final project report, the grantee will
summarize the project, describing the
purpose, scope and goals, activities
completed, techniques used and partner
involved. The grantee will continue with

04/01/20
d a 05
et.

t.

N
d

5

photo documentation, public education and

outreach activities.

This project is nearing its end, as the

implementation work has been complete
and most of the money has been spent.
contractor has mainly been concentratin

The

outreach efforts over the reporting period.

12/31/20¢
8
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2008

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

04-219-551-0
Van Duzen
Watershed
Ranch Road
Sediment
Reduction
Project - Phase
1

Yager/Van
Duzen
Environmental
Stewards

$500,00

0T his project will implement measures t

tHUC

reduce discharges of sediment from rga8010106

related sources. A total of 20 to 30 sitgs

will be treated.

Janet Blak

Photo documentation and daily logs of 13s#/1/2005
season’s work along with monthly progress
reports will be submitted. A second season

of treatment sites will be selected based

established criteria, and site-specific plans

will be developed. Road work will

commence in May or June 2007. Sediment
source treatments will be implemented for a
sediment savings of approximately 20,000

cubic yards.

The contractor reported successful
completion of work to “save” 5910 cubic
yards of sediment over the 2006
construction season. Staff confirmed tha
the work performed was adequate and tf
addressed actual or threatened adverse
impacts to receiving waters.

Next steps:

Staff will be meeting soon with the
contractor to review 2007 season propos
work.

Obstacles: the contractor has identified
difficulty in determining which projects
should be funded each year; staff have
provided input on selection criteria to
ensure that water quality is the primary
focus.

During the winter the grantee wrote repo
and planned for the next season of work
reviewing the work sites and finalizing th
treatments for each site. Photo
documentation was submitted for the 20
work season indicating successful
implementation. Sediment “saved” in 20
was 7,026 cubic yards, with 6,225 feet o
road treated. and 720 feet of stream ban
was protected. Work continues on some
sites and will be completed prior to the fz
No obstacles at this time.

Next Steps: The grantee will complete si
treatments and generate all the pertinent
reports and documentation in order to
finalize the project.

on

1

ed

rts
by
e
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=
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20

08

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

05-060-551-0
Mattole River
Good Roads,
Clear Creeks
Program, Uppe
Mattole Phase,
November 200
(PIN 2100)

Mattole
Restoration
Council

$990,87

This project will implement TMDL worK
on the Upper Mattole Watershed. The
project will be stabilizing approximately
76,100 cubic yards of sediment throug
road decommissioning/storm proofing
and bioengineering.

HUC
18010107

h

Janet Blaks

:The QAPP, has been completed. Sedimg
reduction through road decommissioning
and stornmproofing is 46% complete. Plg
are being made to select sediment work
for the 2007 implementation season.
Riparian canopy restoration is 47%

complete. So far, over 71,000 Douglas F

and 4,935 redwood seedling have been
planted. Photo monitoring continues.
Education and outreach is on-going with
two open resource centers and five class
room visits and one field trip. GIS work
included maps for sediment inventory an

mapping of over 100 sediment source sites.

Future work includes sediment control
work, education and outreach to the pub
and in schools, photo monitoring and
riparian planting.

Contractor is on schedule, has successfully

completed a season obwk, and is showin
improvements in administrative aspects
grant management (i.e., improved quality
invoices, etc.). No obstacles at this time
The grantee and staff inspected the work
done in the 2007 season and it proved tg
satisfactory. Abou800 tress were planted
riparian areas. Photo documentation was
conducted. Work continues on
education/outreach, newsletter, website
development and brochures . GIS conti
to be built and maps generated. The gra
agreement is being amended to extend ]
time frame of the project to June 2009, t
change the budget, and procedures for
gathering turbidity data.

Obstacles: The grantee is delinquent in
submitting progress report and invoices {
April, May and June 2008. Next Steps:
Continue to treat work sites and conduct
photo documentation. for work being dor

orit/15/20(Q
6

r

d
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D
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D

12/31/200
8
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

this season.

05-063-551-0
Garcia River
Bank
Stabilization,
Riparian
Revegetation &
Fish Habitat
Enhancement
Project (PIN
2072)

Bioengineering
Institute

$55,25]

This project implements Region One's|HUC
priority TMDL Implementation Plan for{18010108

the Garcia River. The project will
conduct bank stabilization and Riparian
River Re-vegetation and Fish

Enhancement.

Kathleen
Daly

The grantee has planted 1000 alders an
willow sprigs in Spring 2006. Irrigation
system also installed. The first summer
season of growth is substantial and the

grantee will continue with photo
documentation and public education and
outreach activities in fiscal year 2007-08

final report which will describe the projec
purpose and benefits.

~

The contractor completed all work in 200
has provided a progress report, and is

project may be the subject of a future
success story.

During this reporting period, the grantee
returned to the project site for photo

documentation for final report. Draft final
report received. Also requesting a budget
change to the line item budget.

plants are becoming well established. The

The grantee will be providing the draft and

working on the final report. Plantings haye
survived some very high water events; this

10/15/20
05

12/31/20(0
8
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2008

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

05-187-551-0
Upper
Redwood Creeg
Watershed
Improvement
Project 2

Pacific Coast
Fish, Wildlife,
& Wetlands
Restoration
Association

$245,325This project is intended to implementrrlHUC

measures to reduce loadings of sedi
from road related sources. 700 miles of
road were previously assessed and
inventoried. Projects with the highest
resource benefit will be treated through
road decommissioning, crossroad draips,
inplace outsloping and replacing

28010102

Kathleen
Daly

In FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to;
1.) Develop project layout and 10 site
designs.
2.) Prepare a PAEP
Develop access agreements (if needed)
Conduct a one-day field workshop for
approx.30 land owners, land mangers ar

D

d

public agencies to promote awareness and

introduce interested parties to
implementation methods. Creating a hig
quality outcome for the project.
Contractor completed work on 8 stream
crossings, 10 landslide sites, 8 minor
erosion dies, and 77 large road cross drg
for an estimated 8014 cubic yards of
sediment “savings.” Contractor has bee
slow on invoicing but is improving
gradually in this area.

During this reporting period, grantee
performed some resurveying and photo
documentation of previously completed
work. Due to wet weather, no heavy
equipment actitivites were scheduled to
performed until July 2008. Expended 8Q
percent to date. By the beginning of FY
09, the grantee will be working on
mobilizing equipment back into the Coyqg
Creek area. In the draft and final reports
which are due the beginning of FY 08-09
the grantee will be summarizing the proj¢
activities completed, techniques used an

h

partners involved.

11/1/200

5

12/31/200
8
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

06-221-551-0
Santa Rosa
Creek-B Street]
Outfall Retrofit
Project

City of Santa
Rosa

$396,30

The project consists of installing stormHUC
water treatment devices on a pair of lajt&010110
storm drain conduits and public
information campaign emphasizing stgrm
water pollution. The conduits drain 17p
acres of primarily impervious surfaces
from downtown Santa Rosa which outfall
to Santa Rosa Creek in the Prince
Memorial Greenway. The treatment
devices will address pollutants typically
found in urban runoff to improve water
quality and protect beneficial uses.
Public outreach will consist of
interpretive signage and business
outreach to educate the community about
storm water and watershed issues. Signs
will be placed along the entire creek and
the storm water pollution sign will be
located adjacent to the B Street outfall

(2

Kathleen
Daly

Prepare design of the project, size of the
treatment devices and complete the
construction plans. Prepare bid docume
and notice to local paper for construction
bids. Conduct maintenance of storm wa
treatment devices; remove trash, sedime
and other floatable solids; measure
quantities of trash and sediment capture
within the devices. Design and install
educational signage along Santa Rosa
Creek. Survey educational
impressions/conduct general storm wate
pollution interviews for citizens using the
Prince Memorial Greenway in the projec
area. Develop and distribute an outreac
flyer for business owners within the B
Street outfall drainage area, Draft and is
press release for project.

In March 2008, Grantee submitted a
deviation request. The proposed change
will be to relocate to new location which
approximately 200 feet upstream of origi
location. No additional grant monies are
being requested with change. Deviation
approved. Grantee also requested a 1y
extension to the grant. Ameded grant w
new location and time extension, was

12/15/20
06
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submitted in June 2008 for approval.

9/1/2008
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06-247-551-0
Trinity County
Watershed
TMDL
Implementation
Project

Trinity County
Resource
Conservation
District

$675,00

20

DT his project is an ongoing effort to meg
TMDL indicator targets through
implementing road-related sediment
reduction projects.

08

HHUC
18010211

Janet Blak

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

dn FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to:

Have completed a QAPP, PAEP, and
monitoring plan.

Final CEQA documentation
Landowner access agreements.
Develop a workplan and site-specific
designs..

Inventory prioritized work sites.
Begin project implementation
Quarterly newsletters

Monitoring reports

Work is on schedule; contractor is

presently planning next season’s wo

which staff will review with the
contractor in the field. Staff have
encountered no obstacles on this

project.

12/31/10
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06-248-551-0
Little Larabee
Watershed
Sediment

Eel River
Watershed
Improvement
Group

$773, 774

20

5T his project is an implementation proje
to treat already inventoried road-relate
sediment sources in the Little Larabee
Creek watershed of the Van Duzen Ri
The project also involves verification o
treatment prescriptions, landowner
outreach and education.

08

EtUC
48010105

Adona
White

In FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to:

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

1. Have completed a QAPP, PAEP
and monitoring plan.

Final CEQA documentation
Landowner access agreements.
Obtain applicable permits
Collect baseline data

Develop GIS system data
Update road logs and prescriptid
Provide construction list and
descriptions, spoils locations,
equipment lists and rates

9. Photo documentation

10. Begin project implementation
11. Landowner outreach re project
Annual reporting

Project is proceeding on schedule;
started late, so construction season
compressed. Staff viewed sites prior|
and following construction and
confirmed that sites were appropriat
and that the completed work was
acceptable. Obstacles: obtaining acq
agreements from numerous small
landowners.

Next steps: further construction over
2008 season, staff field reviews of si
prior to construction, pre and post

N ~WN

3/2/07

eSS

tes

photopoint monitoring.

12/31/1Q
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2008
06-249-551-0 |Shasta Valley ($635, 000The project is designed to reduce strediftUC Andy In FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to: | 01-25-07 11-31-09
Shasta Water [RCD temperatures and increase dissolved [18010107 |Baker 1. Complete a QAPP, PAEP, and
Association oxygen levels as required in the Shasta monitoring plan.
Dam River TMDL. This includes replacement 2. Complete CEQA documents
Demobilization of a diversion structure that will impound 3. Complete access agreements
and Water much less water and allow for fish 4 Obtain Permits
Quality passage,and install various on-farm 5. Complete design plans and
Enhancement improvements that will help maximize specifications
project water use efficiency 6. Submit quarterly monitoring reports
7. Develop annual newsletters and other
education/outreach efforts
This project has encountered a number of
obstacles. Construction bid came in higher
than expected, the project underwent a
redesign, Dept. of Fish and Game and the
contractor became involved in a
disagreement about the design engineer
the owner of the property upon which the
dam is located is refusing to grant an
easement for access to remove the dam| At
this time, the contractor is attempting to
resolve the easement issue and is seeki
extension to allow the project to occur
following resolution.
The above issues have been resolved and
implementation of the project began July
2008.
07-544-551-0 |USDA Forest ($251,250| This project will inventory/assessment-C Scott The Grantee is expected to perform: 7/1/08| 2/1/12
Scott River Service 100 miles of roads and 18010208 |Gergus Develop inventory protocols
Road Sediment reconstruction/repair of 7.7 miles of Train crews in inventory protocols
Source roads. Road reconstruction will occur jn Inventory forest roads
Reduction: the Canyon, Tompkins, and Kelsey Cr Project map and GIS database
Lower Scott Watersheds. Road reconstruction/repair Project assessment and engineering
will involve replacing cross drain design
culverts, ditch relief culverts, armoring, Conceptual design and cost estimate
and road surfacing.
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2008
07-502-551-0 | Mendocino |$946,075| For the purpose of controlling road |Navarro Bernadette The Grantee is expected to perform: 5/1/08-| 12/31/11
Resource sediment erosion, increasing riparian |River Reed Stream Reach for Project site and
Conservation vegetation, and improving anadromous monitoring locations, PAEP, NPS
District habitat in the Navarro Watershed as Reduction Followup Survey form,
recommended in the Navarro Watershed Monitoring Plan, CEQA & Permit
Restoration Plan developed in 1998. Documentation, Pre & post photo
Upgrading road drainage features on monitoring, landowner agreements, Nav.
approximately 18-23 miles of road and 1 Watershed Working Group, Team roster
fish barrier. minutes, draft streambank design plan,
monthly invoicing and reporting.
07-500-551-0 |USDA Forest |$315,000| For the purpose of reducing sedimentSalmon Rive[Scott The Grantee is expected to perform:
Salmon River |Service production and minimize the risk of road Gergus 1. Reconnaissance level survey,
Road failures on 1.8 miles of road that can lead 2. Conceptual design and cost estimates,
Restoration to pool filling and riparian shade loss if 3. Engineering survey;
Phase 3 — the Little North Fork Salmon River. 4. Plan development, specifications, and
North Fork cost estimates for project sites;
5. Submittal of plans to the Grant
Manager for review and comment,
6. Monitoring of the work performed,
7. Quarterly invoicing and reporting.
Preparing for a three-way telephone call|{on
this project.

Budget in PYs: 1.1

Task 3: NPS Implementation — Dairies

Description: Conduct outreach, education, and regulatory aigs/ib dairies and associated activities withinNloeth Coast Region. Begin developing regionwide
General Waste Discharge Requirements and WaivBeteral Waste Discharge Requirements..

Outcome: Prevent and minimize existing and potential disglésa of sediment, nutrient, temperature, and qibButants to receiving waters in the North Coasfion.

FYO07 Objectives:Conduct outreach activities to dairy owners, resewonservation districts, natural resource comgnv services, Farm Bureau, Regional Water Boards,
and interested parties in order to continue evalgatairies and associated pollutants. Review ietb/associated with dairies that pose significésht to water quality.

Midyear report: Efforts in this task over the refpug period were limited to site inspections andreach

Subtask

Descriptions with Outcome

Milestones |

Schedule
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2008

QOutreach 1) Participate in 2 Western United Daingmeetings; attend 2 Humboldt and | 3 General Permit development | Ongoing
Sonoma Counties University of California Coopemtiixtension meetings in status workshops; with UCCE,
Sonoma and Humboldt Counties, attend 1 meeting kitimboldt County RCD, and NRCS at each meeting|.
Resources Conservation District and Humboldt CoiNatiural Resource Staff made a dairy & water quality
Conservation Services. presentation to the Humboldt
2) Develop network contacts from the Resource Quasien Districts, Natural County UCCE, RCD, and County
Resource Conservation Services, Farm Bureau, agiiRe Water Boards. NRCS.

3) Contact dairy owners during meetinga telephone, or through mail
correspondence.

Outreach efforts will afford staff opportunitiesrteet stakeholders, communicate
water quality concerns, learn about stakeholdecears, and gain information to
assist in developing permits that address wateitgeancerns and that set
reasonable, clearly explained expectations and tange timeframes for
dischargers.

Inspections 1) Conduct 15+ pre-perntétiry inspections in the North Coast Region. ltipes| Midyear progress report to Report in late sprin
will consist of site review to identify pollutanbsgrces (potential or active), identifyexecutive officer, reporting progre2608.
receiving waters, review current management pragimd measures, discuss areasthe overall task, anticipated next
of concern (pollutants sources that are dischargingpuld result in discharges to| steps, and proposed midyear
receiving waters) with the landowner and repredamts of the Humboldt County | corrections if necessary.

Resource Conservation District and Humboldt Colutiversity of California (Deliverable 3.1)

Cooperative Extension ,and learn more about daieyations and operating

constraints to assist us in developing individuag@eneral permits for dairies in theSummary report of observations,

North Coast region. including recommended permitting
action(s); likely to be presented tq

We plan to report on progress, outcomes, decisgtnsfrom these efforts in our 6 our Regional Water Board either in

month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year the Executive Officer’s written

progress/status report to the Regional Water Board. monthly report or in a staff
presentation at a Board meeting in
2008 to get Board concurrence
and/or direction as to future
activities (see Deliverable 3.2).
Staff conducted 11+ dairy
inspections.

Permitting 2) Develop a draft Waiver or Waste Dadje Requirements for dairy operationg iOne draft general permit. (see |Draft general permi

the North Coast Region containing a time schedulietrelop site-specific polluta
source inventories and workplans/schedules to imehé management practices
measures.

nDeliverable 3.3)

Initial, internal draft completed; undergoing rewiat time of reporting.

by June 30, 2008.

Management Measures
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2008

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

1A-1G

Watershed Code Regionwide

Deliverables:

Due Date:

3.1 Mid year progress report to executive officer
3.2 Summary report to Regional Water Board
3.3 One draft general permit.

Middle 2008
September 2008

June 30, 2008.

Budget in PYs 0.65
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2008

Task 4: NPS Implementaton — Scott and Shasta Riv&tatersheds

Description: In conjunction with TMDL implementation efforts these two watersheds, we will address non pointceadischarges at locations identified through $a
and 5 during Fiscal Year 2006/07, and will devedgpropriate permitting mechanisms. We will congita build on existing efforts and programs ocagor planned in
these watersheds.

Outcome: Management measures and practices implememzagthout both watersheds minimizing or eliminathigS discharges to receiving waters within those
watersheds — with the final outcome of addresdiegeiisting sediment and temperature (Scott) asgbblied oxygen and temperature (Shasta) impairmettese
watersheds so that they can attain and maintaintibaeficial uses. The Shasta River, in particuas historically very important habitat for anatious salmonids. Th
anticipated outcome of our efforts over the nexesal years will be recovered instream habitatwater quality in order to support the endangerdui@aids and to assis
in the overall effort to restore the fisherieshe Klamath River watershed.

)

FYO07 Objectives: In the Scott River watershed, we anticipate cetigh of an Order requiring, and progress towarletbpment of, subwatershed-wide sediment control

plan(s) for controllable sediment discharges inMtwdfett Creek subdrainage., land management dlamsnchers in the Crystal Creek drainage, grouater study plan
for the Scott, at least preliminary general WDRsSiskiyou County Public Works road maintenance i@péir activities. Priority water quality subtadbr the Shasta
River watershed will be based on the findings oétimgs and investigation conducted over FY 2006B&yond these specific focussed actions, we plaontinue TMDL
and NPS implementation efforts pursuant to the stbpMDL implementation plans, and will identifydividual/specific actions as implementation progess

Midyear Report: Over the reporting period staff have worked extezlgiin Siskiyou County. In July 2007, staff held MDL implementation workshop and conducte

daylong Board tour of the Scott and Shasta Riveéemsheds. Staff have also continued to work cloaéth the RCDs, are beginning to form a closer kiry relationship
with the Department of Fish and Game, have paédteiphin a number of multi-agency complaint resps@sal enforcement actions, and have conductecefustitreach
and education efforts directed towards landownedslandowner groups.

1 a

Subtask Descriptions with Outcome Milestones Schedule
Qutreach Staff, including the Executive Officer|lwbntinue to regularly meet with RCDs, Attend at least four Ongoing
UC extension, and NRCS representatives, stakelmlded interested parties to | stakeholder meetings.
discuss TMDL implementation, permit developmenttevguality concerns, etc. Reports:
in an effort to coordinate with and assist théfiorts to develop plans to address *Midyear to EO (late
the TMDL-related impairments, as well as to keagsthefforts on track.. We Decl/early Jan)
expect that these plans and efforts will addresS Néllutants in addition to those *Annual to Board (June

for which these watersheds are listed. 2008)

We plan to report on progress, outcomes, decisi&tnsfrom these efforts in our|6
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Boébeliverables 3.1 and 3.2)
*Board workshop July 2007

*Board tour July 2007

*draft letter to Shasta watershed landowners adgitiem of their obligations and
responsibilities under the TMDL over the upcomimegy we have circulated the

letter with the RCD and various other entitiesifgrut and suggestions, and
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anticipate sending it out during the next reporegiod.

*numerous visits with and a number of presentation®RCDs, the SOSS (Save
our Scott and Shasta), NRCS, Fish and Game, aedsoth

Updated Board on Scott and Shasta TMDL implemeamgirogress April 2008
Shasta landowner notification, letter of intent aness release sent out July 20(
Landowner workshop scheduled for August 2008.

Staff participated and partially facilitated a megtamongst key players, includi
Division of Water Rights staff, to further effottts dedicate water rights to instre
flows for water quality and fisheries.

Staff have also attended and spoken at communigtings held to address wate
quality issues.

Staff have met with staff from CalFIRE, CDFG, andustry to explain new
requirements for leaving shade trees during tinhiagvest operations.

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

8

=

Inspections

Staff will continue to inspect SWAMRLtgins, known or suspected NPS sourc
downstream impacted areas, etc. in order to assgssshed conditions in both t
Shasta and the Scott. Staff will collect samplegiew present hillslope and
instream conditions, identify or review potentiater quality improvement or
protection projects, and help landowners to recgpbllutant sources and to
identify management practices and measures whitlveaised to correct or
address those sources. This surveillance will B&ff to identify further
individual areas of concern as well as ensuredhatent high priority efforts are
proceeding as anticipated.

We plan to report on progress, outcomes, decisgtnsfrom these efforts in our
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

Staff have conducted numerous inspections, and fesp®nded to approximatel
10 complaints which led to some level of progressaforcement. Staff issued
CAO for an illegal project involving excavation aremoval of riparian vegetatig
from approximately a mile of a small fish streassponsible parties have since
submitted a restoration plan and have begun rdgtoractivities.

Staff formed Siskiyou Environmental Task Force WithG, USEPA., NOAA
County Agencies and DA. Staff continues to worknomerous complaints and
enforcement actions, including NOVs, ACLC and CAOs.

Staff continue to respond to complaints as theyecom

psSpecific priority subtasks fg
hthe Shasta watershed.

Update/status report to the
Regional Water Board in Ju
2008.

ST <

Ongoing

Specific progressive
enforcement and/or
regulatory actions

.Based on observations and assessment over FY@Q&baff have identified the
following activities as priorities for developmerdmpletion over FY 2007/08

a) Moffett Creek subwatershed sediment contrai(sa

%

This subtask will generate
orders and plans of various
types. All will be summarize

Surveillance and monitoring have identified Moff€tieek as a major contributo

in the midyear status report

By June 30, 2008

to
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of sediment to the Scott River watershed. A nunabd¢aind management activitieshe Executive Officer and the
throughout the subwatershed have contributed tbgmasongoing anthropogenig end of year status report to
sediment delivery. Snorkel surveys in the mainsBmwit River have shown fine| Regional Water Board. (see
sediment deposits in the channel for miles bel@ciinfluence with Moffett; this Tasks 3.1 and 3.2, above).
is a serious obstacle to restoring salmonid habAgfricultural activities in the
lower portions of Moffett, especially uncontrollgtazing, are damaging the stre
channel, and contribug sediment and, likely, nutrients and bacterith®stream
This is the site of two of significant catttelated complaints identified as a prio
for the 2006/07 staff efforts. In addition, landwaws in the lower reaches of
Moffett Creek periodically dredge and modify thevér stream channel without
permits in order to remove accumulated sedimentapdevent the stream chan
from migrating into and preventing their use ofitlagricultural lands. Staff
propose to work with watershed gragducate watershed residents, and to c
various landowners directly to advise them of lagguirements and water quality
regulations, as well as to require that landowderslop management and
restoration plans for their individual propertieEhe outcome we seek is a
substantial reduction in anthropogenic sedimerghdigges in this subwatershed
and corresponding reduction in observable finersedt deposits in the Scott
below Moffett.

Over the reporting period, efforts have been assedivith outreach and educati
to landowners through meetings and workshops.

Staff have secured over $450k of grant funds tstissefforts to restrict grazing
from 13 miles of Moffett Creek. Local communityatiers have taken the lead gn
outreach and have made significant progress inrgalandowner support for
restoration and mitigation activities.

b) Scott River ground water study

Staff have obtained contract funds to pay UC Davidevelop and implement a
ground water study in the Scott River watershedieti@rmine the relationship
between surface and ground water. Results okthiy should help in identifyin
options for ensuring that adequate cold water &lable in the Scott River at
critical times and locations for endangered salmi®niThe hoped for outcome is
reduced temperatures, in order to restore impairgidal habitat for the
endangered salmonids.

The study plan has been developed and awaits aglpfiteely in February 2008,
by the RCD and Siskiyou County.

In the last reportingeriod the Study Plan was endorsed by both thkigist RCD
and Siskiyou County board of supervisors. The tRRiver Watershed Council a
RCD has begun implementing the plan. We augmemntedontract with the RCID

Q
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by $20,000.

Staff have also participated in technical discussia the field with the
groundwater study’s principal investigator to assithe development of
monitoring and analysis strategies.

c¢) Crystal Creek/Patterson Creek Uncontrolled Gigazi

Based on complaints and observations, staff haamtiited a segment of Patterspn
Creek in which cattle are grazing on several adjapeperties with no apparent
exclusion from the Creek. Staff have observediiegmtly turbid and discolored
water at the confluence of Patterson ands@yCreek. Staff have identified nar
and contact information for landowners in this age® propose to contact
individual landowners to advise them of water dyatbncerns and requirements,
and to seek plans to control pollutant discharges their properties.

Staff have conducted focused field investigatianthis area, including a site
inspection and sampling on and around a large daétywas discharging
discolored water into adjacent and downstream watgses following a recent
significant precipitation event. Staff anticipa&éiating progressive enforcement
over the next reporting period.
Staff have made significant progress in identifyiihg source of the water quality
degradation in Crystal Creek. We will be issuihg €rystal Creek Dairy a permi
with conditions to address ongoing dischargeshdénmeantime, staff will contin
to work with the responsible party, who has bespaoesive to staff requests, to
minimize water quality impacts.

—

d) General WDRs for Siskiyou County Road Maintergaand Repairs

General WDRs will affirm the County’s use of th€bunty Salmonid Recovery
Plan, spell out permitting requirements and streapermitting for various
county road activities, and require the county tiitor and report implementation
and effectiveness of various management measiui@s.Order will serve as a
pilot for similar WDRs for other County road depaents throughout our region
and should hopefully address the concerns of ouDIMNPS, and 401 WQC
programs within the Shasta and Scott River watelshes well as in the greater
Klamath watershed within Siskiyou County.

Staff have drafted the Siskiyou road WDRs and stteththem to management for
review.

Management Measures

1A, 1C, 1E, 1F, 3.1-3.6 (all urban MMs), 5.1-5.4 (gdromod MMSs), 6A, 6B.
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Watershed Code 105.40 and 105.50
Deliverables Due Date:
4.01 (see 3.1) midyear report to EO Late 2007/Early 2008
4.02 (see 3.2) end of year staff report to RWB June 30, 2008
Budget in PYs 0.75
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Task 5: NPS Implementaton — Regionwide Waiver PolicUpdate

Description: The North Coast Region’s waiver policy will explege 2007. Staff from the Planning, NPS, and Nbrudits will work together to update the waiverippl
over this fiscal year. Through efforts in severfthe tasks in FY 2006/07 (Tasks 3, 4, 5, andNP$ staff have identified several activities whioly be appropriate to

include in the revised waiver, provided they aredieted in a manner which poses low or no threafatier quality. Those activities include, but aog limited to, grazing
vineyard operations, slide spoils storage assatiatdh road maintenance activities, and minor ein/hydromodification activities. The revised veipolicy may also
be an appropriate tool through which to specifydbrditions under which a dairy would qualify fowaiver, in which case, we may include a portiomaf Task 3 effortg
in this task.

Outcome: the outcome will be a revised waiver policy floe tNorth Coast Region, covering a number of elgyéadtivities including a number of NPS-related\atés.
This may serve as an incentive for landowners/laadagers subject to more onerous and/or costly WBMercement orders, etc. to take appropriatesstemodify their
operations to ensure water quality protection.sW™ill also provide an opportunity for landownerafmgers who are taking steps to protect watertgualhave their
efforts recognized and documented (e.qg., througbllement letters from this Region acknowledgingtttheeir operations do qualify for coverage underwaiver). Net
benefit to water quality is not really quantifiaplait this effort may, over time, help in our oukedforts to reduce NPS discharges from propettiesughout the region.
FY06 Objectives: Revised Waiver policy

Over the reporting period, staff updated the wapaicy and associated documents as necessargsergrto the Board for renewal with no significelminges in
December. Staff anticipated returning to the Bahmng the next reporting period with proposed raad revised waiver categories. There is no n@gress to report
over the second half of the FY.

Subtask Descriptions with Outcome Milestones Schedule
1) Identify activities to NPS staff will discuss, determine, and list aci@gtwhich should/could be List of activities (see July 2007
include in revised waiver | included in the revised waiver policy. Deliverable 5.01)
policy
2) ldentify conditions underFor each activity, staff will develop a list coridits under which that activity List of conditions for each | September 2007
which these activities will | would/could be considered eligible for a waiver. activity (see Deliverable 5.0

pose low or no threat to
water quality

3) Develop language for |.For each activity to be included in the waiveaffswill write appropriate languageDraft waiver policy (see October 2007
inclusion in waiver policy |[to include in the waiver, discussing the activibgajualifying conditions. Deliverable 5.03)
4) Present NPS elements dfi coordination with other participating staff frasther divisions, units, and Presentation materials and | By June 30, 2008
policy to Board programs, NPS staff will develop and present infation for the Regional Water| adopted waiver policy (see

Board meeting(s)/workshop(s) conducted in relatiothe waiver policy Deliverable 5.04)

consideration and adoption.

Management Measures
1A, 1C, 1E, 1G
Watershed Code Regionwide
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Deliverables

5.01 List of activities.

5.02 List of conditions for each activity.

5.03 Draft waiver policy.

5.04 Revised 5 year conditional waiver policy imtthg various NPS activities.
Budget in PYs 0.5

Due Date:

1. July 2007

2. September 2007
3. October 2007

4. June 30, 2008
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Task 6: NPS Implementaton — Pre Permit-DevelopmerBroundwork

Description: Staff efforts over this fiscal year will continue involve outreach to landowners both in meetirggsell as in the field, possible monitoring, andritfication
of opportunities to impl@ent management measures or practices in theer@ar This will continue to serve as reconnaissasceell as an education and outreach, se
groundwork for future years when we will focus pérdevelopment on the areas/activities listed beldnvFY 2007/08, we expect to focus most of otergton within this
task on subtask 4, abandoned rail corridors, becamsanticipate a formal proposal in the near paireand reopen the NWP rail corridor in the NdEtbast. We have, ag
of March 2007, received notification of proposepaie work south of Eureka, and we understand thasualtants for the railroad are presently prepaaimdeIR for
activities on the portion of the railroad which ges through region 2 and into the southern podfdRegion 1. Staff will also coordinate with TMQlevelopment staff in
efforts they are proposing related to TMDL devehemt in the Laguna de Santa Rosa.

Outcome: Reduced discharge of non point source pollutamtéjding sediment, nutrients, herbicides, nemaésj etc. to receiving waters in various locatigbmsughout
the region.

FYO07 Objectives:More information regarding listed facilities anctigities; landowners and stakeholders informedualbaater quality concerns and implementing
pollution reduction measures; groundwork in plamesimooth permit development in a future FiscalrYea

There is nothing significant to report on this téskthe reporting period.

Subtask Descriptions with Outcome Milestones Schedule

1) Laguna de Santa Ros3 The Laguna area is intpdateto nutrients and bacteria attributable tdhbot | Midyear progress report to Hec 07/Jan 08
point and nonpoint sources. There are a humbeaioks and other agricultural
activities in this area, as well as interface v8dmta Rosa urban and suburban June 2008
development and discharges. NPS staff proposeth j@intly with NPDES staff Summary of activities over
inspecting and monitoring discharges in this afdaDL early implementation | FY 07/08 and

and other environmental assessment and improvesiffents are due to start so( recommendations for efforts
so staff will participate in these efforts in orderearn the issues and meet the| in FY 08/09, presented to
stakeholders. Regional Water Board for
We plan to report on progress, outcomes, decisgtnsfrom these efforts in out concurrence and/or comments.
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

TMDL development staff, core regulatory staff, afidS staff have been working
individually and collectively with stakeholderstime Laguna. NPS efforts are
reported in Task 3, above (dairy permit developmeWe anticipate reporting
further progress in this task in the first halfo&/09.

2) Smith River Watershed The Smith River watershed, in the northwest coafie¢he North Coast Region, isMidyear progress report to Hiec 07/Jan 08

agricultural area home to a number of agricultural activities, indghgicrop production and ~9
dairies. Staff propose to meet with stakeholdacs@nduct field inspection to | Summary of activities over
assess water quality, identify actual or potentiater quality issues, and to help FY 07/08 and June 2008

landowners to recognize water quality problemstarichplement management | recommendations for effortg
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measures or practices to address these problems.

We phlan to report on progress, outcomes, decisionsfreto.these efforts in our
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

Janu

in FY 08/09, presented to th
Regional Water Board for
concurrence and/or comme

ary 01, 2008 — June 30,

e

nts.

3) Large floral production
facilities

The North Coast Region is home to a few large stalal production facilities,
located in Humboldt and Del Norte Counties. Thiasdities generate wastewa
streams which may include fertilizers, fungicidesiler blowdown, sediment,
pesticides, petroleum products, etc. Over thisafigear, we propose to inspect
each of these ~3-5 facilities, determine the guatjuantity, and fate of
wastestreams, assess the relative threat to waedityg and determine appropria
permit type and timing for permit development.

We plan to report on progress, outtes, decisions, etc. from these efforts in g
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

Midyear progress report to f

Summary of activities over
FY 07/08 and
recommendations for efforts
iten FY 08/09, presented to
Regional Water Board for
concurrence and/or comme

Hoec 07/Jan 08

June 2008

nts.

4) Abandoned Rail
Corridors

NPS staff will participate in a multi division/urtéam to review proposals and
develop permits for activities associated with répg and reopening the North
Coast Railroad corridor for freight hauling.

We plan to report on progress, outcomes, dawsietc. from these efforts in ¢
6 month progress report to the Executive Officerwall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

Midyear progress report to f

Comments on environmenta
documents. Draft or adopte
permit(s) for activities on the
North Coast rail corridor.
Summary of activities over
FY 07/08 and
recommendations for efforts
in FY 08/09, presented to
Regional Water Board for

Hoec 07/Jan 08

1|
dune 2008

concurrence and/or comments.
Management Measures
1A-1G (all ag), 3.1-3.6 (all urban)
Watershed Code Regionwide
Deliverables Due Date:
6.01 (see 3.1) Midyear report to EO Dec 07/Jan 08
6.02 (see 3.2) Summary of activities over FY 07/08 June 2008

Budget in PYs 0.55
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Task 7: NPS Implementaton — Miscellaneous

Description: Activities in this category include ongoing routioeas-needed efforts on a number of projects atidities which will require NPS policy-compliant
permitting mechanisms at some time in the futtirkis category also includes ongoing efforts on ex@ment actions initiated in past years, complasponse, technical
consultations, pre-project inspections and revigasticipation in (giving presentations or mannioapths at) water quality workshops and seminarstsight of existing
permits, and participation in statewide or regiatevwpolicy development. We have invested a gredtafdime and effort in a number of these actastover the past
several years, and believe that continued involvena least at a low level, is critical to avoigchksliding and, hence, more resources neededurefyears. Proposed
budget allocation for this task has been reducespaned to that for FY 2006/07 due to successfulgetion of and/or referral of three of our mostéfigant and time
consuming ongoing enforcement cases. We havevegbstte Lolonis case except for final payment afgées to the AG and SEP project, expect to haaehed
settlement in the Bewley case by the end of FY Z@&nd we have referred the Alden case to oureament unit to conduct further enforcement esfo®ur efforts in
all three cases resulted ultimately in correctibaative discharge of sediment to surface watersyell as requirements that the dischargers tagssb prevent future
sediment discharges. Staff continues working eersd enforcement cases in Scott and Shasta watkrsiordinating with various agencies and formhegriew Siskiyou
County Environmental Task Force.

Outcome: Maintain and develop policies and programs tdemtoreceiving waters throughout the Region fronSNischarges.

FYO07 Objectives: Maintain the level of involvement necessary teuga that these various efforts continue smoothbt, our concerns are recognized and properly
incorporated or addressed, that our cooperatietioakhips with various sister agencies continad,that egregious localized water quality problemesidentified and
corrected quickly.

Work in this category is reported below. In adiitistaff spent a significant amount of time revigythe gravel extraction review process in Humb@ldunty, and
developed a monitoring and reporting program tetagltar the Region 1 General WDRs for sand and dgmaving. This effort overlaps with our 401 progras well.

Subtask Descriptions with Outcome Milestones Schedule
1) As-needed efforts on |-Boating facilities and marinas (staff will inspgxriodically) Midyear progress report tgDec 07/Jan 08
unregulated NPS -County roads - 5 Counties Salmonid Restoratiomyim (staff will continue to | EO (See deliverable 7.01)
activities/facilities work closely with 5C staff to improve effectivenedson the ground application of

5C program)
Staff presented information regarding current amcbming Water Board policies staff report summarizing NRJune 2008

and requirements to personnel of all five countigsng the annual 5C road activities in the region over
workshop in November 2007. FY 07/08 and making

-County roads - Fishnet 4C (staff will encourage@una County to begin recommendations as to our|
implementing this plan) continued involvement and

Sonoma County has requested that Water Boarddstefflop WDRs incorporatingevel of resources dedicated
the 4C manual. Staff anticipate working on thiéofeing further progress on the [to individual efforts over FY|

Siskiyou 5C WDRs; once our draft Siskiyou permitaisly solid, we’ll start 08/09; staff will be seeking
working on a similar WDR for Sonoma County. concurrence and/or comme|
-County grading ordinances (staff will participatéecomment upon/contributeo  from the Board as to

efforts currently underway) proposed activities for future

-Potter Valley (staff propose to assess this arghdr; observations and data taed¢ears (see Deliverable 7.C

-850 -



State Water Resources Control Board January 01, 2008 — June 30,
2008

suggest this is a low water quality priority)

-Vineyards (relatively low water quality priority this time; staff will continue to
participate in workshops, consultations, new projecgiews, etc., as needed;)
Staff have observed a number of replagtfforts in late 2007 that were threater
to or actually discharging sediment to receivingesg Over the reporting period,
staff inspected 11 vineyards with possible watalitpiissues, and confirmed
problems and initiated progressive enforcementsite$. All 11 sites successfully
completed necessary erosion control work.

Staff are also working with Region 2 in an effartdevelop vineyard
WDRs/waivers, and staff may propose that the Baadla waiver category for
vineyards meeting certain conditions in the revisadser policy.

-Marijuana farms (staff will continue appropriategressive enforcement efforts
two existing projects; staff may revise rankinduifther facilities are identified)
-Regionwide grazing (staff will participate in satide grazing task force)
-Miscellaneous non-concentrated agricultural atitigi(staff will inspect
periodically and may revise ranking if significamater quality problems are
confirmed at multiple facilities)

-Large landowners or properties with multiple NR8\aties (staff will continue to
work with PG&E and to participate in statewide dissions with USFS and
USBLM)

Staff of the timber division and NPS unit are worktogether on a strategy to
regulate NPS discharges from USFS lands withiroredi we may have something
more concrete to report in the next progress report
-Invasive plant removal projects (staff will develspecific permits as new projedts
are proposed; we have no new project proposalssatine)

-Private roads, driveways, parking areas, etcff(®@aommend development of a
regionwide road policy/prohibition for inclusion the Basin Plan)

We plan to report on progress, outcomes, dewssietc. from these efforts in ou
month progress report to the Executive Officenvall as our end of year
progress/status report to the Regional Water Board.

2) Complaint response Staff will respond to compilaas received, confirm water quality problemsl, apnSummary discussion in stafune 2008
if problems are confirmed, take appropriate action. report mentioned above.
Over the reporting period, staff responded to 7 nemplaints related to dischar
from vineyards, 2 complaints related to other typieagriculture (1 horse and 1
ranch road-related complaint), and 3 miscellaneomsplaints. Resolution varied,;
some cases are ongoing.
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3) Ongoing enforcement a| Staff will continue follow-up efforts on ongoing fencement cases and regulated Summary discussion in stafune 2008
permit oversight facilities, inspecting sites, participating in mags, issuing follow-up letters or | report mentioned above.
enforcement orders, etc. as needed to continue@nglete each case.

4) Outreach Staff will participate in water qualdyindustry workshops and seminars as Summary discussion in stafune 2008
requested (usually either as speakers or mannivagexr quality information booth)report mentioned above.
and provide technical input or assistance to pratspgedischargers and/or fellow
agency staff (in house or from other organizations)

5) Participation in statewideThere are a number of statewide and regionwideipslunder development whictsummary discussion in stafune 2008
or regionwide policy are relevant to our NPS efforts. Staff will pagate in or comment upon these | report mentioned above.
development efforts, as necessary.

Management Measures
All ag, urban, hydromodification, and boating.
Watershed Code Regionwide

Deliverable: Due Date:
7.01 (see 3.1) — midyear progress report to EO Dec 07/Jan 08
7.02 (see 3.2) Staff report summarizing NPS d@&iwvin the region June 2008

Budget in PYs 0.45
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NPS Program Summary

NPS tasks were generally on track this period.e MRS coordinator and other staff completed tha-samual progress report for July through DecenaY7 and

attended monthly phone calls and January Roundtdhilee R2 staff attended the Nonpoint Source Qamige in San Diego in May. We managed five 316(ahts,
and two additional grants were awarded in thejdarter of this fiscal year. Under our Hydromamifion Task we conducted technical outreach, wibrkith several
advisory committees to continue developing technmi@nagement documents, reviewed implementatiojegts) and continued developing our Stream and aietl
Systems Protection Policy. Under our TMDL Taskomatinued our dairy program, completed a WDR wafeegrazing, worked on a vessel management styateg
for Tomales Bay, and focused on sediment managepnadtices in several key watersheds. Under th& T&sk we worked closely with the California Coasta

Commission and a variety of local stakeholdersaeetbp a CCA Action Plan for one of our pilot CCrojects, the Fitzgerald Marine Reserve in San M&eonty.

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

Subtask

Milestones

On Task
(yes/no)

If no, discuss obstacles and problems
encountered; list any modifications to milestones

a. Evaluate Program
Success

1. Submitted semi-annual progress report for JulyughoDecember
2007 in January.
2. Submitted final workplan for 2008-09 in April 2008.

Yes

b. Information
Exchange/Outreach

NPS coordinator participated in monthly phone cafid NPS roundtab
in January [April RT was cancelled due to NPS Cmaifee in May].
Other staff attended marina subcommittee and mangsubcommittee
meetings and coordinated with conference planninggvia email.

fEes

c. Contract and Grant
Review

Participated in grant concept and full proposaleeg and panels for
2007-08 awards process to ensure that contractslad/éo projects
within the region reflect regional priorities. @Gtacoordinator attended
statewide grant coordinator meetings.

For 319 2007-08 grant awards, staff reviewed andestfive concept
proposals and participated in panel review meetirgglect applicants
to be invited to submit full proposals. Three df ftve proposals
scored well enough to be invited back; two of thiédroposals were
awarded funding in March 2008. The new grant mtsj&vill be in
Lagunitas Creek, Marin County, and in the Ruthetf@each of Napa
Creek in Napa County.

Yes

d. Critical Coastal Areas

Staff has been activatyking with CCA pilot in San Mateo County
providing information as needed, and attendingr8tgeCommittee

Yes

meetings and workshops. Staff continues to cooteingth Coastal

See Task 5 below for details.
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Commission and BCDC on Sonoma Creek pilot CCA.

Deliverables due this reporting period Progress report July through December 2007; Workfula2008-09.

Deliverables (submitted previously): Semi-annuadPess Report for July through December 2007, Fvadkplan for 2008-09.

Major achievement this reporting period: Completed and submitted Semi Annual Progress Rémoduly through December 2007. Completed NPSKMan for
2008-09. Attended NPS Roundtable and confererite attended Nonpoint Source Conference in Saig®ie May. Two of our 319 proposals were awardediing
in March 2008, as was the proposal for Prop 5Ccatjural water quality grant funding.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Development and implementation of outcome-basedpéan and progress reports. Improved communioaimong
State and Regional Boards and EPA should leadccteased environmental benefit in terms of reduce& iWollutant loadings.

Task 2: 319 Project Management

Contract Number Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 7/07 to 12/07 GRTS data|Contract on| If no, discuss obstacles and
Project Name current Schedule | problems encountered
(yes/no) (yes/no)
02-085-252-0 Culvert replacement with clear span bridge comglete N/A Yes Project completed on December 31, 2
Apanolio Canyon and final closeout of grant was June 12,
Steelhead Migration 2008

Barrier Removal
San Mateo County
Resource Conservation

District

04-304-552-0 Farm plans were prepared for fourteen sites; abhiphnd sites were No (project Yes
Napa Green reviewed by Water Board and NOAA Fisheries staff aertified as fish not
Certification Program |[friendly; total land area associated with thesessis approximately 1500completed

Napa Resource acres.

Conservation District
Implementation projects in planning or implemematphass including
a) comprehensive project to remove Arundo from Beamyon Creek
tributary; b) pilot project to convey gravel thrdulpwer York Creek to
Napa River (to alleviate flooding in artificiallyoostricted reach) and
enhance extent and quality of gravel bars immelgigt@wvnstream of its
confluence with Napa River. Project will be cona@ddn December
2008.
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

05-129-552-0

Tomales Bay
Rangeland
Management

Point Reyes National
Seashore

Project implements Tomales Bay pathogen TMDL wigmagement
practices on grazing lands, with aim of reducingjireent by 100 tons
annually and reducing pathogens by one order ohihadg.

Nine out of ten demonstration Best Management Rexcprojects have
been implemented on park rangelands draining toalesrBay.
Construction of the Truttman Headcut Repair, Rogradcut Repair,
Truttman Road Repair, Lupton Road Decommissioriihgjsaac Spring
Development/Repair, Giacomini Riparian Exclusiomé& and Genazz
Riparian Exclusion Fence were completed durindakeperiod (July-
Dec 07). Park staff, volunteers, and Marin Cond@meCorps crews
completed the revegetation components of the aligteel projects by

mid-March 2008. Maintenance of these plantingsbiees ongoing. The

seasonal exclusion fences at Gallagher Ranch aweagtRanch have
been built. So far, a total of 2.3 miles of fergchmave been installed to
keep livestock out of riparian areas.

The Grantee received final CEQA clearance from3¥WRCB for the
Kehoe Spring Development Project on 6/18/08. Gansbn of this
project will begin as soon as a contract is drapmvith the selected
contractor. Water quality monitoring continuedatighout the winter
and the grantee has begun compiling and summaitizengesults. In
addition, line transects were installed and readay 2008 to assess
revegetation success at the Lupton Road and Trathheadcut projects
as indicated in the monitoring and maintenancegpfanthese projects,
The Grantee, Grant Manager (RWQCB), and projedhpes
participated in a site tour/project review to camfisuccessful installatic
and effectiveness of the projects and to discussmepair work to be
completed.

D

No (project
not
completed

Yes

06-245-552-0
Demonstrating Road
Reduction
Improvements

Napa Resource
Conservation District

Road erosion control and prevention surveys coraglit both
watersheds to identify priority sites for treatmemnitblic outreach
event to Sulphur Creek watershed stewardship g@igform
interested parties regarding status of projectiesuof Heath Canyon
tributary of Sulphur Creek to identify road croggrthat may present
barriers to steelhead migration.

Permits are being obtained and a consultant hasHiesd to
implement road erosion control and prevention fetuConstruction
is expected to begin in late summer 2008 and beleted prior to

the onset of the rainy season.

No (projeci
not
completed

Yes
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06-246-552-0

Students and Teachers
Restoring a Watershed
(STRAW) Project

The Bay Institute

Implementation.

Routine maintenance and monitoring of restored &itsgan in January
2008. (Although maintenance usually does not bagtit March,
maintenance was begun in January because of thealofall this year).
Maintenance will continue through October 2008. $ixesites restored
in 2007-08 and the two restored in 2006-07 receigatenance and
monitoring. The first two rounds of maintenance @mplete. Project
sites will receive four rounds of monitoring rattiean the normal three
rounds to ensure plant survival. Planning andrsitennaissance is in
process for the restoration season for the 2008z080l year.

Field activities included bird walks with three gtéagooms. The STRAW
Virtual Summit was posted on The Bay Institute'®sie; it can be
viewed atwww.bay.org/Virtualsummit08/virtual summit_2008.htm

Out of the 12 classes represented, 3 are suppoytdds 319(h) grant.
The STRAW Virtual Summit features students' reftatd of work
completed on restoration activities through classr@nd field visits.

No (projeci
not
completed

Major achievement this reporting period: Successful completion of grant tasks as schedulitd project milestones achieved. Funding setttoe culvert
replacement for Apanolio Canyon; grant project clatga. We also worked with applicants on two né® 8rants awarded this period: Marin Municipal @fat
District (MMWD): Lagunitas Creek Water Quality ahthbitat Improvement Project and County of Napa: &Bfver Rutherford Reach Restoration, Phase Il

Yes

Task 3: Hydromodification

team approach to expedite small stream restorptigjects was
completed in August 2007. This team will start gsihe new SWRCB
Small Restoration Projects General Permit in Napbey with the
issuance of six approvals for landowner-initiatestoration efforts. The
pilot is being expanded in 2008.

D

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg
a. Education and 1) Staff planned and organized a steering commiti@ssist the Yes
Outreach for Regional |SWRCB to hold a workshop and field trips on urb@aam protection
Board Staff and and restoration for Southern California local, estahd federal agencieg
Stakeholders and NGO's; workshop was held in Los Angeles on &f2:29.
2) A pilot project to introduce an interdisciplijaintra-governmental | Yes
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3) Staff held a workshop in Solano County on Jusiéta introduce
county and city staff to principles of watershechagement and strean
protection. Topics included Watershed Managememds, Rapid
Permit Process, and Stormwater Management. (Agectiaded as
deliverable with this report).

4) Watershed and NPStaff organized an in-house mini-workshop on
June 16 for new staff and staff who needed a Hedireslass on
Protecting Streams through State and Local Penragr&ms,
highlighting our “Rapid Permit” process and Stre@ircular (both
developed in Region 2), and presenting a slide stro¥Avoiding
Impacts to Fish Habitats and Factors that NeeatGdnsidered in
Restoration Projects” (i.e., how development arficagtructure projects
can avoid impacts to streams from a geomorphicfishchabitat
perspective).

5) Provided technical input on implementation ofriedes Bay
Watershed Council (TBWC) monitoring plan. Plan approved in
October 2007 and sampling has begun. Water Baaffdsse part of the
Water Quality Committee to determine strategy fmrrse area
monitoring and to review data. Staff also contsiteeprovide technica
input on Tomales Bay Coastal Watershed Plan asopaBwC
activities.

Yes

-

Yes

Yes

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

b. Project Implementatig

) Work completed in West Marin by Marin RCD incaell5 projects
completed in fall 2007. In spring 2008, Water Bband other resourg
agencies and stakeholders worked with RCD on pieding site
inspections, project designs and Ranch Plans,@lovfup inspections
for five sites in West Marin. Construction is egfe on these sites
beginning in August 2008.

2) MMWD work included completion of work on multppBMPs at 16
sites in Redwood Creek Watershed (Marin Countyjckvheduced
sediment input to the creek by 355 cubic yards/gearis estimated to
reduce the threat of catastrophic sediment relgfses culvert or road
failures, etc.) by 3636 cubic yards per event. piugects were
monitored throughout the winter and were obsereduktfunctioning

properly.

3) As part of the implementation of the Roads M@Uhe Lagunitas

Yes

Yes

Yes

=

Creek Watershed, MMWD finalized a GIS project thas mapped all ¢
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the roads in the Mount Tamalpais watershed. MMW&D @lompleted a
inventory of 9.2 miles of paved and unpaved rodoisgaCheda and
Mclsaac Creeks and developed preliminary designaddressing road
remediation and improvement sites. MMWD has restibtha

grant proposal to DFG for a roads assessment tfalinpaved roads
below Kent and Nicasio reservoirs that have nohlassessed
previously.

4) To date, agencies have been coordinating setibsfy with MMWD
on the Large Woody Debris (LWD) MOU. For exampie State Parks
Department coordinated with MMWD to provide logsrfr hazardous
tree cutting this spring; these will be used for DWnhancement

projects. MMWD conductedtaaining in December on the MOU, whi
was attended by roughly 30 people representing eiggnciesincluding
13 people from Sonoma County. MMWD plan$ove another trainir
in fall 2008, and at that time will request infortioa from the
participants about how implementation of the MOU$ peogressed ove
the last year.

5) Stream and Wetlands System Protection Poligff 8bntinues to
work on draft Staff Report and Basin Plan amendnfetaiff has initiate
the scientific peer review process (peer revievkpge included as a
deliverable with this progress report).

=

=

Yes

No

No

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

Draft Staff Report and Basin Plan amendment are
expected to be sent out for scientific peer review
mid-September 2008. We anticipate bringing draft
Basin Plan amendments before the San Francisco
Regional Water Quality Control Boards for initial
public hearing in spring 2009 with final hearingand
June 2009.

Due to complex and contentious nature of the polig
the CEQA and economic analysis has taken longet
expected. A preliminary outline will be includedthre
next report.

Deliverables due this reporting period Draft Staff Report and CEQA Analysis on StreantidypEconomic analysis on Stream Policy.

Bay

<
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Deliverables submitted with this report: 1) AgeridaSolano County Meeting, 2) Peer review packadb draft Basin Plan Amendment and draft Staff Refar
Stream and Wetland Protection Policy

Major achievement this reporting period: Continued public outreach and scoping on Stream/detland Systems Protection Policy, worked onréetsaof
hydromodification projects in West Marin with Mafunicipal Water District, MarirRCD, Golden Gate National Recreation Area, andtFRéyes National Seasho
Successful completion of West Marin sediment pitsje€ompletion of GIS for roads and preliminargidas for repairs.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Reduction in sediments through erosion controltzentk stabilization projects; preservation and enbarent of stream
functions; education of stakeholders on environalgnsound management practices and stream protecti

Subtask

Task 4: TMDL Implementation

Milestones

On Task
(yes/no)

If no, discuss obstacles and problems
encountered,; list any modifications to milestoneg

a. Inspections and
Enforcement of Confine
Animal Facilities

i this reporting period including inspections of falairies that had sent

Approximately 8 dairy inspections were done in SnadCounty during

us Notices of Termination, three dairies that hasubmitted required

reports, and one inspection of a WDR dairy théditretieds to submit an

adequate Waste Management Plan.

Yes, On track[note: for some reason this file does
allow user to enter anything into previous box].

Currently working on following up on the site visive
conducted and reviewing recently submitted Waste
Management Plans from the two Sonoma County
WDR dairies.

b. Outreach

Staff regularly attends the Sonoma+MArimal Resource Committeffes

meetings, held monthly.

c. Grazing Management|
measure identification a
development

Staff conducted stakeholder meetings with represieet of Western
United Darymen, UC Cooperative Extension, NRCS, Southemmo&tg
RCD, and Marin RCD in February, March, and May 2008

During this reporting period, staff presented aljgufiotice on May 22,
2008, of a Negative Declaration for the proposetv&van order to
meet CEQA requirements. Staff also held a publicgkatoop in the
town of Pt. Reyes, Marin County on June 11, 20@&ding up to this
meeting, staff met with technical advisors for thaching and grazing
community; and, continued internal coordination timegs with TMDL
and NPS staff and managers to evaluate strategydiking with
stakeholders.

Conditional WDR waiver was adopted by Water Boardoly 8, 2008.
The waiver will implement a requirement of the TdesaBay Pathogen
TMDL adopted in 2005; the Walker Creek Mercury TMBtlopted in
2007; and, future planned TMDLSs for sediment antlients in Tomales

Yes

No obstacles; waiver was adopted in the fusirgr of
FY 2008-09. Next steps involve implementation & th
waiver, and continued outreach with stakeholdeds &n
enrollees into the waiver program.
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Bay. The waiver establishes management practicegdaing activities
that are designed to minimize pathogen, sedimeitiemt, and mercury
(for Walker Creek) discharges to waterways and TesBay.

d. Vessel waste
management in Tomaleg
Bay

As noted in previous report, a Draft Preliminarysgel Management
Plan was distributed for public review in Augus02Z0 Public comment
period ended December 2007. Vessel Management Cteerprepared
responses to comments received for internal reviéwwal draft
Response to Comments will be distributed by tR€Barter of 2008.
Management Committee met in March and June 20@&tuiss and
finalize responses to comments. Future meetirgysareduled for
September and December 2008 to review any additissizes and plan
future tasks.

Final Draft Plan was issued and is available forew at
http://www.farallones.noaa.gov/ecosystemprotectionalesbay.html

Yes

e. Sediment TMDL in
Napa River Watershed

1) Our region submitted comments in coordinatiothvdegion 1lon the
proposed North Coast Instream Flow Policy. As pathese, we
formally requested a survey of illegal storage initfhe Napa River
watershed. This includes working collaborativelyhwCity of Napa and
Napa County to develop cooperative planning stiategesolve fishery
and water supply issues. The goal is to improvenjigng and habitat
protectionfor water rights applications from Mattole Riveusioto Nape
River.

2) Continue working with agencies on WDR waiverJoreyards

3) Napa Rutherford project -- have begun paper woik process for
requesting an extension on grant project. CEQAahdr necessary
permit reviews are underway for enhancement prajectthe 4.5 mile
Rutherford Reach

4) Oakville to Oak Knoll: field data collection gy@am is mostly
complete. River channel survey was completed afadmation
submitted to grant manager. Riparian habitat 314 % complete an
fish habitat surveys completed, with draft repartier review. Riparian
mapping and analysis has been completed using By8raulic model

85% complete. Additional funding provided by thigy@f Napa for

Yes

No

No

Yes

This is a modification from proposed workplan tés
develop guidelines and process for reviewing
appropriations in North Bay.

2) Waiver has been delayed primarily due to pra¢c

negotiations with Dept. of Fish and Game regardin
BMPs to protect instream flows. We expect to hav
the draft waiver ready for public review and comine
before the end of 2008.

3) The start of the Rutherford project was delayed
significantly because FEMA required that they modg
potential changes in flood levels as a result ef th
project. This work has now been completed and
accepted; construction is not likely until dry seasf
2009.

4) Project deliverables of geomorphology, fisheries
riparian habitat reports and preliminary restoratio
design report have been postponed to August 2004

AN

J
e
n

el
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analyzing use of flood plains for flood storage. ncsi grant funding has been extended for one yeaJr.

Recommended alternatives for habitat enhancement in
the nine-mile Oakville to Oak Knoll reach are exgeeéc
to be completed by the end of 2008.

f. Sediment TMDL in  |1) The Salmonid Limiting Factors Analysis (LFA) weampleted in Yes
Lagunitas Creek March 2008. Based on this work it appears that@sing large woody|
watershed. debris loading and floodplain connectivity have ¢ineatest potential to
increase coho salmon and steelhead smolt produtti@adition,
reductions in fine sediment loading may be needdddrease steelhead
smolt production. This will be a key componensetliment TMDL.
Board staff are working with local stakeholdersécure funds to
implement LFA recommendations such as improvingdfdain and
other winter refuge habitat (in-stream LWD, secaogddannels). Fish
and streambed monitoring is continuing to be cotetlby MMWD.

2) Final sediment budget for San Geronimo/Laguriteeek was Yes
completed in May 2007 and the second phase ofettiengent budget
study was started in January 2008. Field dataaadie is in progress.

3) NOTE: New Task Yes
A 2 year building moratorium on parcels in the ripa zone on San
Geronimo Creek, tributary to Lagunitas Creek, hesnbimplemented b
Marin county. Board staff are participating on&CT organized to help
evaluate cumulative impacts from development andPBiWeasures
necessary to protect the riparian zone and creek frevelopment
impacts. Moratorium will culminate with the devpioent of design an
development guidelines necessary to protect thek@ad riparian zone.

<

o

4) MMWD has continued to add LWD structures to agpl structures [Yes
previously constructed but moved downstream byaige 2005/2006
storms. LWD provides winter refuge for endangereko and steelhead
and provides beneficial sediment storage and stredrheterogeneity.
Board staff and Lagunitas TAC members conductdateaaur of
planned LWD structures (to be installed summer 2@0@l provided
comment on designs. WQ certs will be issued latenser 2008.
Preconstruction monitoring will occur summer 2008.

Deliverables due this reporting period Documentation of inspections and complianoéimum guidelines for conditional waiver for gragi management; fin
draft vessel management plan; final policy on fighend water supply; draft waiver for ceigil vineyards; summary reports on channel morphglfigherieq
riparian habitat for Napa River Oakville to Oaknkach.
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Submitted with this report: 1) June 11 Grazing WéaiPublic Meeting Agenda, 2) Presentation fromz@rg Waiver Public Meeting, 3) Final Grazing Waiver
Resolution, 4) Attachment A: NOI, 5) Attachment@®hecklist, 6) Legal Notice of Waiver Hearing, 7)airResponse to Public Comments on Vessel Managemgn
Plan. Other deliverable dates have been reschedslaoted above.

Major achievement this reporting period: Grazing waiver approved by Water Board; waivercpss has been supported by majority of staketmideluding
\Western United Dairymen. Draft vessel managemiamt gompleted and distributed for public revieBediment reduction projects and roads projectsesstally
completed in Lagunitas Creek Watershed.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Measurable reductions in nonpoint source polluthots confined animal facilities, reduced fine sadnt loads from
roads and creekbanks; enhancement of LWD in stréainsrease habitat complexity and provide sumamer winter refuge for endangered salmonids andhivater
shrimp.

Task 5: Critical Coastal Area Pilot Implementation

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestonep
CCA pilot assessment aWater Board staff continued to attend quarterlyeBtg Committee Yes Tasks are on track but deadlines have slippedaue|t
draft Action Plan meetings for Fitzgerald Marine Reserve (FMR) TecahAdvisory complexity of dealing with large group of stakelerisl
development for Committee and monthly meetings with California Gae€ommission and need to review documents thoroughly.
Fitzgerald Marine and San Francisco Estuary Institute (SFEI) reggrdilot assessment.

Reserve ASBS and Consultants finalized Technical Report, includimgliapairment
Sonoma Creek CCA. |Assessment, in December 2007. The Steering Coganigtcontinuing
to meet to comment on and finalize the Watersheskgsment
Document. The Draft Watershed Assessment will halified by the end
of August 2008, and wilbbe introduced to the Community at a meetin
October 2008. The expectation is that this documéhbe used to
develop a CCA Action Plan, and that process wilude a public

workshop.

Sonoma Creek CCA: The Sonoma RCD is moving ahégddaw Yes Although Sonoma Creek CCA effort has not develq
watershed plan and SFEI is fulfilling the contrabtigations for their into an agencyartnership like FMR, due largely to t
work on three coastal CCAs (including FMR and Soapnfihis include wishes of existing stakeholder groups to remain
storm drain mapping, which is on its way to completand historical autonomous, the CCA has served as a way to focus
ecology component in Sonoma Creek which was coexpley the grant money on the area, which we expect will tesl
Sonoma Ecology Center. ABAG has drafted a whiteepap the policy good projects and good work being done as an
constraints to implementing some of the non-padniree measures in integrated part of current watershed planning &ffior
the three mid-coast CCAs (which includes Sonomd)this will be this region.

available for review in August or September 2008.
Deliverables due this reporting period Final assessment report for Fitzgerald Marine Resgilan of action for Sonoma CCA.
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Deliverables submitted: None at this time; sedanation above for assessment report progressrmaetirte, and future plans for both CCAs. Draft Afahed
Assessment for FMR due to be out in August 2008.

Major achievement this reporting period: Ongoing stakeholder collaboration for FMR pilot jead is working well, and draft watershed assessmeport is near
completion and being reviewed by Water Board ahérostakeholders.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Reduction or elimination of sources of possibldyian into the ASBS and CCA.

-63 -



State Water Resources Control Board January 01, 2008 — June 30,
2008

NPS Program Summary

The Central Coast Water Board NPS program usesrfgricom 319(h), propositions (13, 40, and 50),damental environmental projects, and settlememd$uto
address a wide variety of nonpoint source issuéisarCentral Coast Region. Current NPS prograortsfinclude NPS Program Coordination, Project Nyenaent
(soliciting and managing projects), Agricultural #iaQuality/Discharge Control Efforts, and MixedndaUse Watershed Stakeholder Group Participation /
Interagency Coordination. Priority areas targdétednanagement measure implementation include:

» Agriculture

» Urban (including LID projects)

* Forestry

» Wetlands — Protect and restore wetlands, ripaniaasa and other critical habitats.

Complimentary programs managing nonpoint sourcemlbfition include Stormwater, TMDL, Forestry, afdriculture waiver.
The four major program tasks are briefly describelbw:
Task 1: NPS Program Coordination -The actions taken under this task implement th&r@eCoast Region NPS Program Plan.

Task 2: Project Management -Project Management consists of reviewing granp8s®f Work and Budgets, processing and overségitfi(h)) grants. This tas
includes evaluation of scopes of work for fundimydnd the 319 program (proposition 13, 40, and 50).

Task 3: Agricultural Water Quality/Discharge Control Efforts — The agriculture outreach and regulation effortsfyefocus, and evaluate implementation of
management measures on farms to mitigate assogaliethnt discharges and achieve water quality jW@npliance for irrigated agriculture

Task 4: Watershed Management ActivitiesParticipate in internal as well as local workirrgups to ensure the funding, implementation andess of priority
projects to resolve NPS related water quality issue

Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

| Subtask | Milestones | On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems

-64 -



State Water Resources Control Board

2008

(yes/no)

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

encountered; list any modifications to milestones

a. Evaluate Program
Success

Develop Annual Workplan (3/08)

Complete semi-annual progress report on 319 wonkaddivities
for 07/07-12/07 (1/08)

Assist in development of NPS Program 5 Year Plan

12/07

1. Yes
2. Yes
3. No

3. Draft work complete at the Regional level.
Continue to work on statewide consistency and
document review.

b. Information
Exchange/Outreach

Actively participate in one monthly phone call asmtk quarterly
RT by sharing regional success/problem/activity.

Attend at least 2 conference planning mtgs/calls.

Attend at least 2 subcommittee mtgs.

2.
3.

1.Yes
2.Yes
3.Yes

3. On NPS Five-year plan sub-committee. Atten
several meetings.

led

c. Contract and Grant
Review

Participate in grant review process to ensuredbatracts awarded
to projects within the region reflect regional pities.

Yes

d. Critical Coastal Areas

telephone) and provide deliverables as assignedeb CA
committee.

2. Participate in CCA subcommittee meetings amdigactivities
related to pilot CCA.

3. Provide deliverables as assigned by the CCAmuimittee

chair.

1. Participate in Critical Coastal Area (CCA) cortieg meetings (vi

=

2.Yes
3. Yes

1. Attended several meetings.

e. Spatially Evaluate

relationship

grant/water quality benefit

relative to expenditure, using CCAMP and individpadject-
based monitoring data. Differentiate between inm@etation
and monitoring projects.

Determine ifiwhere money yields clear water qudbienefit.
Evaluate/locate success variable [i.e., managemeasure
implemented, implementing entity/proponent, scale
consideration, etc.]

Better understanding of success drivers/varialdee@ated wit
grant/contract leveraged efforts.

Better targeted use of grant money within watershedigher
quality result for expenditure.

3.

4.

1. Spatially link [via GIS] all grant and contract meyn[by source
type] to watersheds expended in. Evaluate watglitguchange

No

This project is currently on hold.

f. Confirm the 9 elements
a watershed plan

of During grant application reviews, review and canfithat the 9
elements of a watershed plan listed as part ofithet application

for the RB, SB and EPA grant files.

are accurate and complete, and create a recamdi{pof this review

Yes

Deliverables due this reporting period
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1) 09-10 Workplan

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

2) Semi-annual progress report on 319 workplarviiess for 07/07-12/07
3) Wrote Regional Board section for the Five-ye&I\plan.

Major achievement this reporting period:

1) 09-10 Workplan
2) Semi-annual progress report on 319 workplarviiess for 07/07-12/07

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Expect water quality and beneficial uses of watdve protected and /or enhanced.

Task 2: 319 Project Management

Contract Number Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 7/06 to 6/07

GRTS data|Contract on| If no, discuss obstacles and
Project Name current Schedule | problems encountered
(yes/no) (yes/no)
06-045-553-0 1) Monthly reporting of techniques used to calibrajgerate and No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
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improve vegetative treatment systems after consbru¢ongoing)

Vegetative Treatment| 2) Pre- and during- photo documentation (ongoing)
Systems and AWQGH
(Pajaro River
Watershed)
06-250-553-0 1) Technical Training Curriculum and Agendas 2/08 No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
Santa Cruz County | 2) Technical Training 5/08
Roads Cost-Share 3) Home Drainage Outreach Newsletter 3/08
4) Draft Home Drainage Guide 1/08
(San Lorenzo River, |5) Two Home Drainage Plans 1/08
Soquel Creek, and 6) Seven site visit summaries 3/08
Aptos Creek 7) Twenty five site visit summaries 4/08
watersheds) 8) Eight site visit summaries 5/08
9) Four land owner access agreements 5/08
10) Three PWA Road Assessment Reports 5/08
11) Five draft project designs 5/08
12) Five permit compliance notices 5/08
05-122-553-0 1) Project designs and construction budgets 6/08 No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
2) Toxicity monitoring results 6/08
Monterey RCD
Nutrient Reduction
(Salinas River
\Watershed)
06-128-553-0 1) Conducted streams workshop for sustainable creslagement | No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
(previously 05-121- (15 participants) 06/06/08.
553-0) 2) PC-06-08 — Los Osos Valley Horse Manure Compodirgject, Contract extended to 03/09.
completed design and agreement sent to land owneeview
Morro Bay On-Farm and approval (6/08).
Coastal WQ 3) PC-07-02 - Chorro Valley Camp SLO Managed Gra8ggtem,
Implementation Projegt  completed design and cost estimate, conservatamand cost
(Project Clearwater) share schedule approved. Project to begin impleationt
09/01/08.
(Morro Bay Watershedy) PC-07-04 - Installed two off channel cattle wateughs with

frog access 06-23-08.
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05-104-553-0 1) Education and Outreach-contact 12 landownerspéigicipants |No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
(Ongoing)

Restoring Natural 2) List of BMPs implemented and quantified area codédrg each

Water Systems in Rural  BMP (Ongoing)

Landscapes 3) List and number of native plants at each restamagite (Ongoing)
4) Annotated photo documentation of restoration gi¥sgoing)

(Elkhorn Slough 5) Number of plants propagated by species 4/08

\Watershed) 6) Documentation of landowner agreements (Ongoing)

04-228-553-0 1) Final Photo Monitoring report 01/08 No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
2) In 2007 construction period addressed erosion 88800 linear

Santa Cruz County feet of road and estimate sediment reductions @f7®cubic feet

Roads Cost-Share over the next decade.

(San Lorenzo River,

Soquel Creek, and

Aptos Creek

watersheds)

04-133-553-0 1) Final Project Report submitted 02/11/08. No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
2) Final invoice processed 02/26/08.

Arroyo Grande Creek | 3) Two micro-irrigation projects completed to proviaéotal

Watershed On Farm combined estimate of water savings for 427 acrd$8facre-

Coastal Water Quality| feet/year.

Implementation 4) Drainage improvements and construction of 4500 regfeet of

vegetated buffer strip on 381 acres. Samplingdas@mate
(Arroyo Grande Creek reduction of 75 cubic yards (126 tons) of sediment.
Watershed) 5) Invasive plant species removed on 800 feet of bardsion

control management practices used on the bank.
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04-107-553-0 1) Final Project Report submitted 02/19/08. No Yes No data entered into GRTS.
2) Final invoice processed 04/25/08.

Upper Pajaro Vegetat{ 3) Installation and monitoring of two and one-halfexof vegetated
Buffer Strips buffer strips

(Pajaro River
Watershed)

Major achievement this reporting period:
Completed grant84-133-553-0Arroyo Grande Creek Watershed On Farm Coastal Matality Implementation)4-107-553-0Jpper Pajaro Vegetated Buffer Strips

For 04-133-553-0 two micro-irrigation projects cdatpd to provide a total combined estimate of wasatings for 427 acres of 168 acre-feet/year aamhage
improvements and construction of 4500 square feetgetated buffer strip on 381 acres. Samplirggtastimate reduction of 75 cubic yards (126 tohs)
sediment.

For 06-128-553-0 installed two off channel cattla&ev troughs with frog access.

For 04-228-553-0, in 2007 construction period added erosion from 6,300 linear feet of road atichate sediment reductions of 34,070 cubic feet tive next
decade.

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg
a. Education and Subtask 3.2.1: Education and outreach (MM 1G): 3.2.1 B) Analysis of grant leveraging has proven infekesib
Outreach due to staffing constraints
A) Number of farmers participating in WQ educatiorssks; A) Yes
B) Number of UCCE presentations and other educatientsy B) Yes
C) Number of farmers receiving at least five hour$\p education; |C) Yes
D) Number of new completed farm plans. D) Yes
E) Number of Food Safety and Water Quality Coordimatfforts E) Yes
Subtask 3.2.2: Partnership Coordination:
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A) Board agenda items or EO reports summarizingdination efforts,3.2.2
B) For every one-grant dollar leverage one non-giatiar. LeveragedA) Yes

resources tracked on spreadsheets and displayechtis. B) No
b. Management Management measure tracking report evaluating neanagt practice |3.3 Revised Management Practice checklist and summary
Measure implementation A) Yes report were previously submitted task was completed
Implementation B) Yes Growers will not submit another checklist until 20
Tracking Subtask 3.3 Implementation of irrigation managenigiv 1F): the interim we will track practices implementedaas
A) Number of acres which are implementing irrigatioanagement (3.4 result of inspections. We will also develop a sed
practices; A) Yes management practice reporting form to enable us tp
B) Number of acres on which have plans to implemethénext [B) Yes better evaluate practice implementation.
three years.
35
Subtask 3.4 Implementation of nutrient managenmdim (LC): A) Yes
A) Number of acres which are implementing nutrient agament  |B) Yes
practices;
B) Number of acres on which have plans to implemettiémnext 3.6
three years. A) Yes
B) Yes

Subtask 3.5 Implementation of pesticide manageiiMit 1D):

A) Number of acres which are implementing pesticidaagament
practices;

B) Number of acres on which have plans to implemetténext
three years.

Subtask 3.6 Implementation of erosion control (MA):1

A) Number of acres which are implementing erosionrobptractices;

B) Number of acres on which have plans to implemettémnext
three years.

c. Enforcement and |Subtask 3.7.1 Enforcement: A) Yes
Inspections A) Number of NOVs and ACLs issued and completed
A) Yes
Subtask 3.7.2 Site visits and inspections:
A) Number of inspections completed

d. Water Quality Subtask 3.8 Water Quality Monitoring: A) Yes
Monitoring A)Number of Progress Reports for the Cooperativaikdoing Progran| B) Yes
(CMP) summarizing water quality data.
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B) Number of Follow-up Projects approved/completed

e. Database Subtask 3.9 Continued Enrollment database maintenan Yes
management
Deliverables due this reporting period

Ag waiver program implementation and improvemenivater quality/protection of beneficial uses. Sfieally:

e Education events:
a) 64 water quality education classes were certiftedvater quality credit;
b) Staff gave presentations at 13 events (Pest Cofsthakors, Morro Bay advisory committee meeting afhairo Bay city council meeting)

< Enrollment Status: 1735 growers are actively eatbih the program (an increase of 35 during thpeméng period), 1419 growers have completed farm
water quality plans (an increase of 134), and Idr@wers have completed 15 hours of water qualitication.

Major achievements this reporting period:

« Received enroliment and back payment for monitociosts from the five Administrative Civil Liabilit€omplaint recipients and are in process of settlin
their cases for failure to enroll in the ConditibWéaiver for Irrigated Lands

« Developed case studies of water quality data astigie usage for two areas, Quail Creek (Salinad)Oso Flaco (Santa Maria) Continued developmient o
monitoring data management system and tools far aladlysis.

* Conducted 34 inspections on 12,419 acres, includiogsed watershed inspections in Quail Creeki@a)iand Oso Flaco (Santa Maria).

*  Worked with multiple partners to raise concernsutlioe impact of new food safety requirements fomgrs of leafy greens on water quality and wikllif
Began outreach effort with large buyers who arérggtheir own standards for food safety.

Attached:
e Agricultural Program Update (EO reports for March a nd May, 2008)

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:We expect to see water quality improvement withinext five years, as demonstrated through theudigire waiver
monitoring program, as all growers develop and em@Ent the required farm water quality managemeamrtgIWe expect to complete an analysis of watditgua
trends at some sites during the coming year.

Task 4: Watershed Management Activities

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered,; list any modifications to milestoneg
a. Inter-agency Task 4.1 Inter-Agency Coordination: A) No A) Not completed..
Coordination A) Provide compendium developed from symposium B) Yes
gathering/presentations
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B) For every one-grant dollar leverage one goant dollar. Leverage
resources tracked on spreadsheets and displayechtis.

January 01, 2008 — June 30,

b. Intra-agency Task 4.2: Intra-Agency Coordination, NPS staff: A) Yes
Coordination A) Coordinate use of funds (SEP, Guadalupe, Avila) etc B) Yes
B) Track watershed expenditures of funds C) Yes
C) Develop a list of current projects D) Yes
D) Evaluate expenditures, outcomes, and revise dtfanprove
protection and enhancement of water quality andcsted
beneficial uses.
c. Watershed Working|Task 4.3: Watershed Working Group Outreach: 1) Yes 1) Progress is being made in both watersheds t@vard
Group Outreach 1) Completed watershed management plan for RinconkCree 2) No implementing projects from the plans. Below igiafs
3) Yes breakdown:

2) Completed priority projects from Carpinteria CreeWatershed
management plan. Final List 09/06

3) Provided comments to Santa Barbara County on Dreiit
Integrated Regional Water Management Plan.

Rincon
-Applied for Arundo removal in Rincon this year. ilW
know early next year about this,

- Continuing to work with CalTrans to try and ge¢t
101 culvert remedied, no progress yet.

Carpinteria

- Four fish passage barrier removal/modification
projects are going to be implemented this years@li
Cate, Raya & Gob. Debris basin),

- Arundo removal has been taking place in the
watershed and the first phase is now complete and
moving towards monitoring and retreatment,

- Working with Santa Barbara Channel Keepers
towards implementing a volunteer water quality
monitoring program in the Carpinteria valley (dlfe¢e
watersheds within the City of Carpinteria)

- Restoration of Carpinteria creek mouth.

2) Grant proposal reached round 2 and placed on the
call back list.
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d. Enforcement Task 4.4: Enforcement, Citizen Caim, Discharges: 1) Yes
1) Informal and formal enforcement action itemsatubagenda items | 2) Yes
[formal enforcement]

2) Compliance level of 80 percent

e. Permit Streamlining| Task 4.5 Permit Streamlining: 1) Yes
for Santa Barbara and 1) Program development and implementation, in the Clp@&ess
SLO Counties

Deliverables due this reporting period

Development of Irish Hills Natural Area Easemengiisition contract for Avila funds.

Major achievement this reporting period: Irish Hills Natural Area Easement Acquisition cauir

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Conservation of approximately 1800 acres in thehlHlills for the protection and enhancement o fwgtmlity and
associated beneficial uses.

-73-



State Water Resources Control Board January 01, 2008 — June 30,
2008

NPS Program Summar

This reporting period, the Los Angeles Water Bddothpoint Source Program focused on implementind-tseAngeles Region
Conditional Waiver for Irrigated Lands (Order NB4-2005-0080) and atmospheric deposition control.

During the second half of FY 2007-2008, dischamgy@ups in both Los Angeles and Ventura Countiesnsii®d Annual Water Quality
Monitoring Reports to the Regional Board. Staffiegxed the reports and provided comments to eadhaliger group. In addition, staff
met with representatives of each group to dischesrésults of the first year of water quality moritg and program improvement
strategies. The results of water quality monitorimgpoth Los Angeles and Ventura counties demotestraxceedances of water quality
benchmarks established in the Conditional Waivber&fore, each group will be developing AgricultWater Quality Management Plaps
(WQMPs), which will include the implementation oM®s to mitigate the exceedances.

Many growers have attended water quality educataurses required by the Conditional Waiver. Redi®@ward staff continued outreach
efforts to enroll growers under the waiver eithsrirdividuals or members of the discharge groups.March 13, 2008, the Regional
Board sent notices of violation to approximately) fyowers in Los Angeles County who had not yebkeud in the waiver. Regional
Board staff continues to participate in meetings workshops to update the agriculture communityhenprogress and requirements of the
Conditional Waiver program.

=

Regional Board staff has continued their invesioyainto sources of atmospheric deposition of nsetialwaterbodies in the Region. Staf
has completed a review of air deposition modelepprts submitted by the top emitters of metalh@Region. These reports were
required by a 13267 letter issued by the Execu@iffecer in May 2007. Staff also met with severdineries to review and comment on
their proposed Regional model, which is due in &apier 2008. Staff has continued to meet internalliscuss load reduction strategies
and develop load allocations to address air dapasif metals in TMDLs. However, staff is currenflyevented from taking further action
on air deposition as it relates to TMDL/stormwateplementation due to a recent Court ruling andt\6frMandate (Cities of Arcadia et
al. v. SWRCB and LARWQCB). Therefore participatiarpublic meetings or development of TMDLs and ladldcations for air
deposition will be delayed until the Regional Boaath address the requirements of the Writ.

There were no 319 grants to manage in this regpp@ariod. However, State Board recently approvati%grant to the reduce nutrient and
toxicity TMDL loads in the Calleguas Creek and Satara River Watersheds which staff will overseapcoming reporting periods.
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Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

January 01, 2008 — J

Subtask Milestones On Task | If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to

milestones
a. Evaluate Program 3.Final Semi-annual Progress Reports (see Delilesab |Yes Semi-annual report is being submitted.

Success

1.03 and 1.04) - Due 07/18/08

4. Completed checklist of any of the six (6) SwscBtory |Yes Projects for future success stories under E
categories (see Deliverable 1.05) — Due 8/15/08 Category 2 have been identified, but MPs
yet implemented — staff will complete
checklist by 8/15/08 for future success sto
5. Written Success Story based on completedktbec [Yes Success story will be submitted.
(see Deliverable 1.06) — Due 12/15/08
b. Information 1.Actively participate in one (1) monthly phonel@d [Yes Participated in 03/06/08 and 07/14/08 RT
Exchange/Outreach| one quarterly RT by sharing regional success, prabl phone calls.
or activity. - Ongoing
2. Attend at least 2 subcommittee meetings — Aderte [N/A No subcommittee meetings this period.
c. Contract/Grant 1.Participate in development of Request for PropREP)Yes Staff participated in 6/26/08 319h grant

Proposal
Development and
Review

documents for SWRCB consolidated grants program
TBD

kickoff meeting.

Staff is working with agriculture community

2.Coordinate with potential project proponents in Yes to identify potential projects to implement
developing CWA 319 project proposals - TBD MPs identified in WQMPs required by
Conditional Waiver.
d. Nine Elements 1. During grant application re\seveview and confirm [Yes Staff will review proposals for 9 elements
that the 9 elements of a watershed plan listechetsop when proposals are due on ~12/08
the grant application are accurate and complddeie-
02/09- 02/09
e. Measure W 1. Indicate how the Region is workawgards attaining | Yes Staff will oversee implementation of new

and documenting attainment of the US EPA Strategi

)

Plan Watershed Sub-objective Restoration and

grant in Calleguas and Santa Clara River

watersheds to implement nutrient and toxi
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January 01, 2008 — June 30,

Improvement Strategic Measures (“Measure W”) for
those High Priority Watersheds in your Region (e.g.
Santa Clara River and Calleguas Creek). — Due 06/0

TMDLs

f. Critical Coastal 1. Participate in Critical Coastal Area (CCA) corttee  |N/A No CCA meetings this period.
Areas meetings (via telephone) and provide deliverabdes a
assigned by the CCA committee as needed. - Ongoing

Deliverables due this reporting period

N/A

Major achievement this reporting period: The major achievement in program coordination waseSBoard approval of a grant to the
University of California Cooperative Extension toeir project titled “Implementation of Managemé&mactices to Reduce Nutrient and
Toxicity TMDL Loads in the Calleguas Creek and $abtara River Watersheds.” State Board also apgrawading for a conceptual
proposal for the Proposition 84 Agricultural Watasality Grant Program to institute a mobile irrigatlaboratory to implement agriltural
MPs, which NPS staff will oversee.

watersheds.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Reduction of NPS pollution from agricultural runaffCalleguas and Santa Clara River

Outreach

increase from 90% to 100% enrolled acreage has
representative complete education in Ventura County
Increase from 20% to 40% enrolled acreage has
representative complete education in Los Angelmsn@y)

Subtask Milestones On If no, discuss obstacles and problems
Task encountered; list any modifications to
(yes/no) milestones
a. Education and 1) Growers completing WQ education classes (goal: |Yes Staff approved 13 education workshops fo

-

continuing education requirements.
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- Ongoing
Staff will develop database.
2) Develop database to track outcomes — Due 06/09 |Yes
Staff will work with UC Cooperative
3) ConductLA County Ag Waiver workshops (1-2 Yes extension to include Los Angeles County
workshops) - Ongoing workshops as part of recently approved gr
As a result of LA County NOVs issued in
4) Increased enrollment of growers in LA Count2%-50 |Yes March, numerous growers have requested
new enrollees) — Due Fall 2008-Spring 2009 enrollment forms.
b. Water Quality 2) Review of discharger’s annual monitoring repGrieate | Yes Staff has begun synthesizing the first year
Monitoring and BMR tables, graphs, maps etc to analyze data and datume monitoring data. Staff presented a poster ¢
implementation baseline conditions. — Due 12/08 monitoring results at the Nonpoint Source
Conference in May.
3) Provide comments on draft WQMPs and approve finaYes Staff is helping groups prepare WQMPs ar
WQMPs — Due 09/08 will provide comments.
4a) Formal and informal meetings and discussiotis wi | Yes Staff continues to meet with growers.
discharger groups and growers, site visits as rmkeddue
12/08-06/09
4b) Develop database to track BMP implementati@ue | Yes Staff will develop database when AWQMP,|
06/09 are submitted.
5) Annual report from vineyards group. Stakeholder No Staff reviewed first year's monitoring repor

meetings as necessary — Due 01/09

and decided to revoke alternative monitori

new MRP and QAPP for regular monitorin
requirements. Second annual monitoring

requirements (i.e., IPM) for vineyard group.
Staff will work with vineyard group to submi

n

nd

d

report may be delayed as a result of revise
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monitoring requirements.
c. Notice to Comply,1) Issue approximately 700 NOV letters — Due Sumamek | Yes Staff issued NOVs to LA County nonfilers.
Notice of Violation, [Fall 2008
and Enforcement
2) Track enforcement actions in database —Due Surante Yes Staff will update database to track
Fall 2008 enforcement.
3) Follow up and outreach to approximately 500 fersin | Yes Staff has followed up with replies to Ventura
LA county through phone calls, letters, site visaisd County NOVs and will follow up with replies
workshops — Due 06/09 to LA County NOVSs.
d. Enrollment of 1. Conduct stakeholder meetings — As needed Yes Staff continues stakeholder meetings and will
Individual Discharger focus on individual enrollment in Summer
2008.
2. Review enrollment documents — Summer 2008 Yes
3. EO issue NOA. Enroll ~ 250 — 300 acres under the Yes If enrollment documents are approved, EQ
individual waiver. — Due Winter 2008 will issue NOAs.

Deliverables due this reporting period
1. Verbal updates to roundtables, with summary of atlog credit approval (subtask 3.a)

Major achievement this reporting period: Discharger groups submitted their first annuater quality monitoring reports and revised tt
reports in response to staff comments. Staff m#t discharger groups to assist in development eémguality management plans to
implement MPs to address water quality benchmackesances detected in first year of monitoringff &sued notices of violation to
nonfilers in Los Angeles County in March 2008 aaliicived up on grower responses to NOVs sent ldisiofaonfilers in Ventura County.
Environmental benefit expected or achievedimproved long-term water quality through widespreaglementation of agricultural
management measures: education, irrigation managepesticide management, nutrient managementrasga control.

Task 4: Atmospheric Deposition Control
Subtask Milestones ‘ On ‘ If no, discuss obstacles and problems
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Task | encountered; list any modifications to
(yes/no] milestones
Air deposition load | 1-a) Attendance of other agency staff at TMDL No Staff participated in conference calls but
allocations for Port ¢ development and implementation meetings. - Dué&9/ be delayed in establishing and meeting with
LA and LB TMDLs | 1-b) Establish air quality working group for Poftla\ and air quality working group because work on
LB TMDL — Due 10/08 TMDL is suspended due to Writ of Mandate
in Cities of Arcadia et al. v. SWRCB and
RWQCB, LA Region.
2-a) Study Final Report — Due 09/08 No SCCWRP report was submitted but
2-b) Discuss results at Port of LA and LB TMDL TAC discussion of report is delayed due to Writ.
meeting — Due 09/08
3a)Stakeholder meeting to discuss load allocatioi®ue [No Delayed due to Writ.
10/08
3b) Write load allocations section of TMDL stafpoat —
Due 01/09
4) ldentification of management activities whichlweduceNo Delayed due to Writ.

air deposition loadings to Port Include discusgion
management activities in implementation sectiomMDL
staff report —Due 02/09

5) Adopt TMDL — Due Spring 2009 No Delayed due to Writ
b. Air emitter facility|1) Review 11 modeling reports and follow up withb4-  |Yes Reports have been reviewed and follow up
data assessment. |[facilities. — Due 10/08 letters drafted, but letters may not be issued
due to Writ.
2) Develop load reduction strategy — Due 12/08 Yes Staff has met internally to discuss strategies.
3) ldentification of TMDLs in development which heaan |Yes Staff has internally identified TMDLSs.

air deposition component. - Ongoing
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4&5 )Development of standard assessment technigues|Yes Staff will develop internal assessment

allocation methods to deal with air deposition MDLs - techniques and allocation methods but cannot

Ongoing implement due to Writ.

d. Citizen concerns | Updates to citizen groups tior& taken. Inclusion of | No Meetings or communications with citizen

concerned groups in TMDL development plans - Ongjoir] groups to discuss TMDL/stormwater issues,
including air deposition, are delayed due to
Writ.

Deliverables due this reporting period
Draft guidance on assessment of air depositiomkbDLs (subtask 4.b- 4&5)

Major achievement this reporting period: The major achievement of this period was followiupgon the 13267 letters issued to air

emissions of metals: reviewing modeling reportssitied, comparing to regional air deposition estesareviewing proposed model for
group modeling effort by refineries.

Environmental benefit expected or achievedimproved water quality by reduction of air depasiticontribution of pollutants to
waterways.
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NPS Program Summary

Great strides were made this reporting perioddg sh schedule with all the tasks. A documentargalinity in the Central Valley is nearly compleied will likely
be showcased at the 2007 NPS Conference. Tweafrdnt projects are expected to wrap-up in Jar@yrpoth with successful and meaningful waterigual
applications.

Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

Subtask Milestones On Task | If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no) | encountered,; list any modifications to milestones

a. Evaluate Program
Success

Draft 319 workplan for FY 08-09.
Draft semi-annual progress report Yes
First draft circulated
b. Information Actively participate in one monthly phone call amke quarterly RT
Exchange/Outreach by sharing regional success/problem/activity. Yes
5. Attend at least 2 conference planning mtgs/calls.
6. Attend at least 2 subcommittee mtgs.

c. Contract and Grant | Participate in grant review process to ensuredbatracts awarded to| Yes
Review projects within the region reflect regional pri@$.

Deliverables due this reporting period

PO, ®

Major achievement this reporting period: Draft Work plan submitted and coordination of CA NPS Conferene

Environmental benefit expected or achieved: Sigrnidant technology transfer at the CA NPS Conference

Task 2: 319 Project Management

Contract Number Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 1/08 to 6/08 GRTS data|Contract on| If no, discuss obstacles and
Project Name current Schedule | problems encountered
(yes/no) (yes/no)
04-148-555-0 This projected was completed and al Report submitted in Feb., Yes Yes StatusnalArReport submitted in Feh.
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Pit River Watershed 2008. Project products/outcomes included a compsthe water quality 2008 and project completed.
Coordinator study of the Pit River watershed (2003-05), coniptedf a Pit RCD

Watershed Management Strategy, and implementatiseveral
individual river/stream improvement projects. Thasgude Pit River
Dennis channel erosion control at the Shaw Ranch, the Rosestoration
project, and improvements in livestock managemansh Cr at
ranches in the Ash Valley area.

04-209-555-0 In FY 07-08 the grantee is expected to: No data | Yes Status: Final Report submitted and
Education Leadership | 1. Train four communities on the education progranraom and collected approved. All grant requirements were
Development educate K-1% grade students in environmental projects, inclgdin met and therefore project was closed 25
water quality monitoring, restoration and watershedith. Jan 08, slightly under budget..
2. Implement projects from the implementation planstbude:
Catherine a. Developing educational programs for both leaderttams

and student leaders

b. Developing demonstration projects to include napilant
gardens

c. Developing educational materials such as studepials
and newsletters

d. Developing and implementing water quality monitgrplans

e. Conducting workshops for community engagement and
training

f.  Watershed issue facilitator development workshops

3. Submit final grant progress report (12/07)

04-310-555-0 1. Prepare GIS map of annual use of targetetitjoEs in First WQ [L. No. 50%|Both items 1 and 2 are just a little behihd
Environmentally watershed- annually each September; monitoringcomplete  |schedule and will be completed in
Responsible Managemer2. Create outreach plan with maps of high amduse areas conducted2. No. 50% |September.
Practices for Tree Cropg (overdue, expect in FY07); on May 21conplett
in the Feather River 3. Conduct interviews with community leadergdlofarmers and 2008. |[3. Yes.

service providers to identify barriers to an effestutreach program Results |4. Yes.

—Report annually; pending. |5. Yes.
Diane 4. Conduct one-on-one and small group meetiRgport annually; 6. Yes.

5. Prepare fact sheets, video and audio PSEsgtish and Punjabi 7.Ye

—Report annually;

6. Establish demonstration sites for BMP inatah (overdue,
expect in FY07);

7. Complete QAPP and monitoring plan.

Major achievement this reporting period:
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Task 3: Coordination of Salinity Policy Developmeh

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg
1. Contract Oversight Contractor will: Yes I

a) Compile metadata on available salinity data froaitiple sources.
Obtain data quality information to ensure thatresasures of the
effectiveness of MMs to control salinity are conaize.

b) Using available georeferenced data, createisnardary map of dat
sources to depict areas where salinity monitosngccurring or has
occurred in the past to assist prioritization dfife monitoring efforts.

D

2. Preparation of Summary Report (staff will review and approve) Yes
recommendations

3. Public Participation Salinity documentary Yes

4. Internal coordination| Summary of internal capation meetings Yes

Deliverables due this reporting period

1. Data repositoryFhe data repository is housed at Fresno State. Theis no deliverable.

2. Report reviewing available data from ongoing prtgeand providing recommendations regarding momitpand oversight.
3. Salinity distribution map(s)

4. Database user guide & summary report on salinitg dampilation task

5.

6

Salinity Documentary-Completéwill not have copy until it airs August 19".
Summary of internal coordination megsi

Major achievement this reporting period:

Completion of the contracted reports and documentay. Successful coordination with the SJR TMDL unit b negotiate an MAA for implementation of the
salinity and boron TMDL. Successful coordination wih ILP unit to address salinity in ag coalition polutant management plans

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:

reports: informed public access to salinity data ehanced; documentary: increased public awareness of sality as a water quality problem, behavioural change
anticipated to result in decreases in personal sak discharges and increased ratepayer support fdocal salinity management . internal coordination:better
facilitate information transfer between programs ard regulated stakeholders, consistent message, redioo in missed opportunities to address saline
discharges.
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Milestones

On Task
(yes/no)

If no, discuss obstacles and problems
encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg

a. Lake TMDL
Stakeholder Group

Development of a MOU between responsible partiespdement the

TMDLs.

Yes

assessments and

management plans.

b. Monitoring, Monitoring programs will be coordinated. No Staff continue to coordinate monitoring efforts to
Assessment & Monitoring data will be used for refining nutriesntd mercury loads. ensure TMDL requirements are met, however,
Implementation monitoring data has not been evaluated to produge
Coordination refined load estimates yet.

c. Watershed Comment on draft assessment and plans. Yes

Deliverables due this reporting period

1. Draft MOU between responsible parties
2. Mercury and nutrient load estimates — refined lesiiimates are not available yet. Likely will bdediverable for next reporting period.
3. Comments on draft assessments and plaaficBmments were relayed verbally at the May arig 2008 Stakeholder group meetings.

Major achievement this reporting period: Staff coninue to coordinate and provide technical assistande the Stakeholder group including reviewing prodwts
from the monitoring program. The County has produ@d new maps of mercury and methylmercury hot spots the area of Utopia Mine.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved: Devefmnent of refined load estimates will allow the respnsible parties to develop effective implementation
strategies for reducing loads of mercury and nutriats to the Lake.

projects.

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestonep
a. ldentify relevant grantSummary of grant projects and linkage to the MPévlin Yes
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b. Identify relevant Summary of Regional Water Board Programs Yes
regulatory projects.

c. ldentify external Summary of external programs to coordinate Yes
projects, programs and
processes related to
wetlands.

d. Develop strategy for [Summary of recommendations Yes
coordination.

Deliverables due this reporting period

a. Summary of grant projects

b. Summary of Regional Water Board Programs
c. Summary of external programs

d. Recommendations for strategy development

Major achievement this reporting period: Staff reviewed the summary of grant projects and internal andexternal programs related to wetlands and develoge
recommendations for future work to develop a wetlads strategy for the Central Valley Water Board.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved: Improed water quality through encouraging use of wetlanslas treatment systems and restoring wetland habita
while ensuring methyl mercury production is minimized.

Task 6: Watershed Support

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestonep
1. Education and Ongoing support of approximately 25 watershed @ogy, Assist in yes
Outreach planning and attending watershed/ BMP Workshofsmanagement

plans and 4 monitoring reports. 6 workshops

2. Project ImplementatigBtream restoration project technical support mtgs, Yes Status: With regarto Ranch Plans and NPS Grazing
2b. Project designs program, Staff time (319 funded) focused on
2c. Ranch Plans development of alternatives to the R5 Irrigateditan
2d. NPS grazing program conditional waiver. The desired outcome is a RBSN

program that is appropriate to ranch and farm
operations in the upper watersheds (i.e. above the
Central Valley floor). Several meetings and
discussions have occurred between R5 staff,
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management and within the ranching community.
Program alternatives have been developed and arg
being evaluated.

3. Intra-agency Coordination meetings Yes Description of the R5 NPS program is un
Coordination development in order to enhance communication and
coordination between the numerous R5 NPS program
elements.
4. Inter-agency Coordination meetings Yes Ongoing IACC subcommittee mtgs, coordination wjth
Coordination DFG, CALFire, Army Corps of Engineers, and USES
on timber, Stormwater, and 401 water quality
permmiting.

D

Deliverables due this reporting period

1d. Four Management plans

le. Two Monitoring Plans & QAPPs, two Monitoringpoets

1f. Six workshop agendas,

2a. Implement approximately 12 watershed projects,

3a. Synopsis of each watershed group’s achieveni@rg8) and status

Major achievement this reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:
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| NPS Program Summary |

Region 7's NPS Program focuses on TMDL implemeaotatn the Salton Sea watershed, our Priority Watats Our 319(h) grant program supports the TMDL
implementation efforts.

Task 1: NPS Program Coordination

Subtask Milestones On Task | If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no) | encountered; list any modifications to milestones
a. Evaluate Program 6. Submitted final 319 workplan for FY 08-09. yes
Success
b. Information 7. Participated in monthly conference calls. yes

Exchange/Outreach 8. Attended 2008 Nonpoint Source Conference, San DiEgo

c. Contract and Grant | Participated in reviews to ensure that grants/emtdrawarded to yes
Review projects within the region reflect regional prig#.
Deliverables due this reporting period

Final 2008-09 CWA 319 Workplan

Major achievement this reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:

Task 2: 319 Project Management

Contract Number Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 01/08 to 06/08 GRTS data|Contract on| If no, discuss obstacles and
Project Name current Schedule | problems encountered
(yes/no) (yes/no)
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Voluntary TMDL CompliancéConducted on-farm consulting services (landowneess Yes
Program agreements, field visits, determine causes of enpsissist with
06-287-557-0 farm water quality management plans, identify/dep&hodify on-

farm BMPs)

Update and maintain program website
Agricultural Management  (Work performed this period includes ongoing irrigatof alfalfa Yes
Practices for Phosphorous {fields, and analysis of runoff water for P, as vealINO3, EC, and
Reduction in the Salton Sea|sediment.
\Watershed
04-127-557-1 Conducted a presentation (“Nutrient Managementl&#lfa Using a

Limited Water Supply”) at the Southwest Desert Radiutrient

Conference in El Centro. Approx. 50 people attende

Conducted presentations on the irrigation/watetityyarogram in

Imperial Valley at the Career Day of Southwest HRythool in El

Centro. Approx. 60 students attended.

“Runoff Recovery Systems Designs and Constructi@idbook

will be available soon.
Nutrient Control of An evaluation of Elephant grass and Sudan graas affective Yes
Agricultural Runoff Water  |biofilter, in controlling ground and surface watemtamination
04-126-557-2 when irrigated with significant amounts of excestrients from

dairy effluent and municipal wastewater, was conellic Results

will available next quarter.
Major achievement this reporting period:

Task 3: Sediment TMDL Implementation

Subtask |

Milestones 01/08 to 06/08

On Task |

If no, discuss obstacles and problems
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Monitoring

New Rivers at a total of ten locations. Water gyalatasets for total
suspended solids (TSS) and turbidity are beingeresil and will be
available in the next report.

2008
(yes/no) encountered; list any modifications to milestone

Coordinate with ImperialTwenty two site visits made by the On-Farm Consiilta evaluate and Yes
County Farm Bureau |make recommendations for improvements. Follow-sfisiwere made
(ICFB) to implement
\Voluntary TMDL
Compliance Program
TMDL Compliance Monthly Sediment TMDL Implementation monitoring fitre Alamo an Yes Lack of a State budget, and maintaining a tatiract

have been issues in this region.

Board

meetings.

ManagemeriOversight ojReviewed reports and data submitted by ICFB anddlBomply with Yes
Tracking Program TMDL requirements (IID’s Revised Drain Water Quglimprovement

Plan Quarterly Reports.

Corresponded and met with ICFB and IID staff addedeegarding tt

adequacy of their reports and d

Attended monthly Drain Maintenance Committee megsin
Enforcement No enforcement actions were taken duhiis reporting period. Yes
Reporting to Regional |Reported to Regional Board members via memos aReégibnal Board Yes

Deliverables due this reporting period

ICFB Voluntary TMDL Compliance Program, Voluntaryl® Effectiveness Monitoring Documentation

Major achievement this reporting period:

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:Most sampling locations on the New River, Alamodj\and major agriculture drains are already ing@nce with
Sediment TMDL Phase 2 numeric targets. Phasegtiare due 12/31/08 and are 240 mg/l TSS foAldimo River, 213 mg/l TSS for the New River, an@28g/I
TSS for the Imperial Valley Drains.

319 Program Summar

-89 -



State Water Resources Control Board January 01, 2008 — June 30,
2008

During the reporting period, work funded by CWA 881) funds in the San Diego Region proceeded iereelly satisfactory manner. Nevertheless, 319(h)
resources provided to the SDRWQCB fall far shonvbét is needed to adequately address nonpointesg@uoblems and threats in the San Diego region.

Task 1: 319 Program Coordination

Subtask Milestones On Task | If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no) | encountered,; list any modifications to milestones
a. Evaluate Program 7. Draft 319 workplan for FY 07-08. yes n/a
Success 8. Draft semi-annual progress report
9. First draft circulated
b. Information 9. Actively participate in one monthly phone call amte quarterly RT yes n/a
Exchange/Outreach by sharing regional success/problem/activity.

10. Attend at least 2 conference planning mtgs/calls.
11.Attend at least 2 subcommittee mtgs.

c. Contract and Grant | Participate in grant review process to ensuredbatracts awarded to| yes n/a

Review projects within the region reflect regional pri@$.

d. Critical Coastal Areas| Supply information to gete at least 2 information sheets or other  n/a not done in this reporting period
documents

Deliverables due this reporting period

Draft workplan for FY 2008-09 (Task 1.a.1): subetlti02/04/08
Semi-annual progress report for 07/07-12/07 (Taak?): submitted 01/10/08

Major achievement this reporting period: n/a

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:n/a
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Task 2: 319 Project Management
Contract Number Milestones/Products/ Outcomes 07/07 to 012/07 |GRTS data| Contract on | If no, discuss obstacles and problems encountered
Project Name current Schedule
(yes/no) (yes/no)
05-194-559-0 In FY 07-08, the grantee is expected to: yes no Testing and monitoring equipment for pilaj@cts had to be
Rainbow Creek 1. Draft Nutrient Reduction Management Plan; reinstalled after it was destroyed by wildfire. i§ resulted in
Nutrient TMDL 2. Redraft Nutrient Reduction Management Plan; delays. Grantee has requested a six-month tinesgixin.
Implementation 3. Summarize Comments received; and SWRCB has neither approved nor denied the requésted
4. Evaluate results of Constructed Biofiltration extension.
Feasibility and
Demonstration subtask.
03-285-559 1. Complete surveys faCaulerpain Agua Hedionda yes yes n/a
Caulerpa taxifolia Lagoon. Provide final reports on survey results. (contract
Eradication Program | 2. Complete outreach and education work. Provide completed
final reports describing outreach and education 12/31/07)
done.
06-121-559-0 1. Review literature, convene eradication experts, yes yes n/a

Caulerpa taxifolia
Eradication Technique
Development

and design a study to test various eradication
methodologies.

Obtain necessary permits, and conduct laborato
and field tests to evaluate how different
eradication chemicals & techniques work in four
different coastal environments.

ry

‘Major achievement this reporting period: n/a \
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Task 3: Caulerpa Detection, Eradication, and Prevention

Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg

a. Facilitate functioning [Completion of agendas, minutes, and action itennsaries for all yes n/a
of SCCAT SCCAT meetings in accordance with schedule.
b. Direct detection effortdarticipation in all SCCAT meetings. yes n/a
c. Direct outreach and |Participation in all SCCAT meetings. yes n/a
education efforts
d. Direct development ofParticipation in all SCCAT meetings. yes n/a
eradication technique

Deliverables due this reporting period

SCCAT meeting agendas and minutes

Major achievement this reporting period: Surveillance conducted to det&aulerpain southern California coastal waters (see sulBaskwas completed in March
2008. NoCaulerpawas found.

Environmental benefit expected or achieved:

Caulerpaare extremely destructive and invasive non-nate@veeds that pose a significant threat to madosystems, so eradication of existing infestatemcs
prevention of new infestations Ghaulerpais critical to protecting and restoring the heallsouthern California coastal waters.
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Subtask Milestones On Task| If no, discuss obstacles and problems
(yes/no)| encountered; list any modifications to milestoneg
a. CEQA document CEQA comment letters on proposed projects withi@gmt potential yes n/a
review impacts to waters of the state
b. Pre-application Pre-application meeting summaries and estimatesdofced impacts off  yes n/a
meetings proposed projects (note that for some projectersdyears may elapsé
between pre-application meeting and submittal afaaequest for
certification)
c. Application processing-inal certification for projects with significantgposed impacts to yes n/a
jurisdictional wetland
d. Compliance inspectiofi®eview of previously issued certifications and eson of sites to no Compliance inspections found violations, which
assess compliance and functional success of niitigat resulted in lengthy enforcement actions, which ced
time available to conduct inspections
e. Enforcement Enforcement action where thereligréato comply with certification yes n/a
requirements
f. Plans and policies for |Participate in workshops and meetings scheduletidgWRCB. yes n/a
protection of wetlands a
riparian areas

Deliverables due this reporting period

Copies of Executive Officer reports to the SDRWQ@&BCWA 8401 certification work, including tabularmsmaries of actions on applications for CWA 8401
certification and compliance and enforcement stafatso, an Executive Officer report on the “mitigatirule”)

Major achievement this reporting period: Compliance inspections (see subtask 4.d) fouoldtons at six sites. Enforcement actions (séaslk 4.d) resulted in
compliance being achieved. Three of the sitesdlation were the responsibility of one municipglithe other three sites were the responsibilitaradther
municipality. One of the municipalities hired awnstaff person to ensure that compliance is achieve

Environmental benefit expected or achievedWater quality degradation is a symptom of unhealthyersheds. Since healthy wetlands and riparieasaare essentia
to the health of watersheds, protection and retitoraf the natural characteristics of wetlands apdrian areas are critical to protection andmegton of the health o
watersheds. Preventing / minimizing the loss aegladation of wetlands and riparian areas and #ssiociated functions and beneficial uses and iegstimat
appropriate and adequate mitigation is done whark kbsses occur is an important part of proteding restoring wetlands and riparian areas. ind&gequately fundg
CWA 8401 certification program is critical to accplishing this.
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